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ABSTRACT )
This review examines some of the basic sociological,

c‘ycholog:l.cal, and phllosophlcal issues of childhood socialization,
and br’efly discusses somé of the significant influences which
1mp1nge upon aill children as they grow and develop within their
soc1ety, sub-culture, and family. The stated purpose of the review is
to provide a perspective for examining the ba51c assumptions which
underly current research on parent-child relatlonshlps within the
black famlly. Research in the 70°'s concnrnlng the socialization of
biack children that also addresses various aspects of the influences
in the black, child's development is also examined. Research in (
general is said to be characterized by poor methodology, to ignore
black families, and to concentrate on the.black poor, father- abscqt
families, the mother-child dyad, and to‘have an ethnocentric
approach, The literature is seen to be discussed in terms of popular
but misleading assumptions that seem to be explicitly involved when
hypothesis are made concerning socialization patterns within black
families. What are stated to be more promising approaches are also
pointed out and two recent research projects are described in detail.
In conclusion, the paper suggests a black child family-society
interaction model'said to be useful irn the conceptualization of the -
socialization process, pdlicy making, and program plannlng.
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Socialization of Black Children A Critical Review of the Literature on -
Parent-Child Rel.ationships and Socialization "Patterns within the Black Family

'

ABSTRACT

In oxder to provide a perspecf.ive for examining the basic assumptions -
which underlie current research on pa.rent-chlld relationships within the Black
family, this review examines some of the basic issues--aociological, psycho-
locdcal, and philosophical~-~of childhood socialization and briei'ly discusses
some of the s:i.gniz:/.g:ant influences which :lmpinge upon all children 8-8_ they
grow and develop within their s?ciety, sub~culture, and family. A Black -child-
family-society interaction model is discuségd as a usseful conceptualization of
the socialization pmcesé.

Research of the 70's concer::;ng the socialization of Black children that
also’ touches on va.rious aspects of the influences in the Black child's devel-
opment is examined: the child, the family, the sub-culture, and the larger‘
soci'ety in which Black childx:en live. Research in general has tended to ig-

nore Black families, has concentrated on the Black poor, fa.thezl—a‘osent family

'(whéreas most Black families are two-parent and non-poor), has poor methodol-

gy, has focused almost exclusively on the mother-child dyad, and has usually

been ethnocentric in its approach. The literature is discussed in terms of
but mideading

popularf{assumptions that seem to be explicitly involved w?)en hypotheses ars
made concerning socialization patterns within Black famiies. These are

(1) that Black children are different from white children, with the underlying
corollary that Black chiddren, once the deficits are eliminated, will become
just like white children; (2) that the Black family provides a homogenecus

enviromment for childrearing: there are no significant class or regional dif=-
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ferences; (3) that the Black family is matriarchal; (L) that.father absence

has 2 negative effect upon Black children; (5) that the childrearing practices
of Black parents are related to the academic achievement of Black children;
and (6) that the self-concepts of Black children are dependent upon.parental
stability and economic status. More promising approaches are also z_)ointed
out and two recent research projects are descr:l.‘t_:ed in some detail. The pa.i)er

in cmciusion'suggésts 2 model which involves Black children and their fami-

‘ ddes, as well ag the soc¢ial science experts, which might be useful for policy

making and program planning. An extensive bibliography is included.

—rn

Marie Ferguson Peters
Asst. Prof oy
: Human Development and Family Relations,’
‘ University of Connecticut
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SOCIALIZATION OF BLACK CHILDREN:
A CRITICAL REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE ON PARENT-CHILD RELATIONSHIPS
AND SOCIALIZATION PATTERNS WITHIN THE BLACK FAMILY

Maris Ferguson Peters

Asat, Prof., Human Development
and Family Relations .
University of Connscticub:




DNTRODUCTION

The devslopment of the child is a complex phenomenon that has been
the focus of thne a.tt;ention of scientis_;ts and philosophers, as well as
parents, the world over. Developzzei‘xtal psychology and chi,ld psyt;hology
havs ‘cla.imed the child for concentrated study and research. Within the
past decade or so this research has also begun to include consideration
of the family itself as a field of psichologica.l study ((Handel, 1955).
Vith the contributions of psychiatry, sociology and anthropolo:gy, as weil

as psychology and social'work, a substantial body of knowledge and infor—

" mation has been accumulating which bears upon understanding the social--

ization and developmental processes of the child within the fanily. This
knoiledge presumably leads to more effective ;:hild rearing practices J_n
a socisty that, as Zigler and_Child (1973) observe, seems to be extra-
ordinarily concerned with the problem of how to raise childrez"x'so that
they will become, not just adequate or compstent adults, but supariocr
members of their society. _

A prime example of our natural concern with child rearing is the
policy-oriented research supported by government funds which developad

out of the 19557U.S. Labor. Departzent publication, The HNegro Family:

The Case for National Action,'popularly known as the Moynihan Beport.

Although subsequently widely repudiated by social scientists (Carper,
19%6; Billingsley, 1970; 'Ryan, 1971), this narrowly conceived study
vhich seemad to shdw the "inadequacies" and "incompetencies" of Black

fanilies and Black children used census statistics to establish the "facth

s

*
nat Black mothers socialize their children inappropriately :rl mal-
0 ,
/ 2 . v .. "
adagtively.” In a political clir..te that advocated “doing somsthing®

about the problems of the poor, with the family having been "identilied®

o . .
\) o <
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as "the source" of the problems of the poor, and with social science
_pointing to the primacy of the parent in the socialization procass, ’
then goverrmenual policy which spo*xso*‘ad and pronoted pro~r'<.ms desizned °

.

to intervene in the child r®aring practices and education of certain groups
_who arz; rot. in th; mainstream of American culture became legitimate, sen-
’sn.ble responalbl even po].lt:t.cally attrq._cﬁ“ve , even though the policy
.1tself was based on quastzonble resea.rch. v '
A1l of this , of course, is well known, and intervention progranms,
. as they were conceived in the days of the "War on Poverty!, following
the iuioynilf;an Report, were generally ineffe ctive;, in solving the problems
of the poor (Pillisuk and Pillisuk, 1973). Now new parent-child programs
are being‘ dev«:éloped that are more sophisticated than the Head Start programs
of the sixties. Are these programs better? Are théy pa:sed on findings of
;‘eliat;le-fsocial ;:‘,cience z:esearch2 ’
When a society designates certain people as "exoer‘s" in child de-
velopaent and tnese Wexperts' begin to m..ke de03.51ons about how children °
she -_L'Ld be socialized and when these dec:.s:.ons b gm to be nmpler_nented in
programs which, not only encourage, b‘ut actually teach paren*?s the "correct
way" to rear their children (Gordon, 1969; Karmes, 19685 Badger, 1970),
then i.jc\ is ixﬁporta.nt that all the factors that are involved in the soci_a.l—
ization and developmental process ‘be understood. We must understand not

only the basic nature of the deveioping child, bubt the nature and effects’

of the' socializing agents which influence his/her development and the

> rolety in v.m.ch hn/she is to function. It is especially important that
the chllchood socialization procgss be understood in all of its aspacts,
~3‘.‘nc1‘.1(1:'.ng_:; parts of the picture that are often overlooked, the role of the

society as interpreted through the subculbure of vhich the parent and

child are part. 6
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4 is the purpose of this paper firs} to exawine some of the basic

issues - sociological, psycholoé;ical, and philosophical -~ of childhood

socializat 0'1. to dlSCb.SS briefly some of the signif
ablc.. impinge upon all children as uhev grov and develoy within their

N .
socisty, sub-culbture and fam.ly,‘ and then to point out and clarify bas
a'ssumptions vwhich underlie cufrent research into pa.ren'c.-chlld relation~

ships within the Black “fanily. The theoretical coribeptusilizationé which

undergird socialization research will be usuul in developing some under-

standing of the socializatlon of Blac‘.%.,children to the extent that they

provide a framework for viewing empiricil studies of Black parents and

.
- -~

tneir children. %

Recent research findings concerning the soci2lization of Black
' \ . ‘ . .
children will be examined and discussed in terms of assumpiions aboub

Black families that zppear in the literature. The concern hare is with

the. appropriateness and adequacy of methodology, as well as with the

significance of the empirical findings.

k-]
Théorv.and Research Kethodology

¥

In his critique of the family ressarch methodologies suamarizad by
}{.offman\a.nd Lippett, handel (1955) observed tkat "the entire presentztion

of family research methods in psychology is cast explicitly within tha
"\

cause—eifect framswork of parent influencing cHild" (p. 19). Envir C“l.‘:‘.er\tnw
[}

influences are seen as acting upon tre child, prircipally as an ani-

directional dyadic model of parent-child. mtemcblo.., that is, as paren

3

The limi%ations of this concepiuzlization ares most apparent when

BTy
% Vo

£o waderstanding the dymamics of the forces involved in the sozial-
. ? -
of .re mimgrity child where the sociogenic and rsychogeretic

are espzcially complex. “inority children in American culture

7
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are products of both a separate sub>culture and of hmerican culture. They
are partﬁg . culture within a culture and their genetic and cultural

1nber1tanca is similar to, yet different from, that of the b*ondeﬁ&socle*"
4

(Va’antlne, 1971) Yhat theoretical concaptualizations help explain

. soclallzatlon processes under conditions of marglnallty -or plurallsn .

.

where, there are contradictory or differentially 51gn1f1c_nt znflnences.

on"a child?

P -
. -

The Relationshin of SoCl’llzntloﬂ to Social Structure: The Influnncn
% ,‘\ -

of Environment-

-

A recurring question among sociologists is the issue Inkeles (1959)
describes as the Ychicken and ‘egg" problem. Does the naturé of the

. . L
sociald order determine how chlldren will be reared or do poople who nave

been socialized a certain way influence society accordlngly? Abgrle
suggests that socialization practices are -related to econgmic.pondi;ions.
The connection can be shown, he says, by studying variations in child
rearing practices accoréing to econo;ic préctices, oz‘@y‘studying cultures
that have undergone changes in their modés of3br$ductioh and compaiing the
- child rearing practices in the old culture gnd the new. Aberlé believes

>

that the social order of a culture, including its economy, directly

affects socialization practices in that culture. He stétes explicitly
that "factors, not themselves the results of socialization; can be seen
to affect socialization practlces and through them (as well as dirsctly) .

- the par;onalities of constituent members of the society" (quoted in
Inkeles, 1969, p. 38Ll). He states further that the socializastion patterns
of a socievy aré influencad to a great extent by the particular ecbloéy
and technology of the culture, as we 11 as by its economy and political -

organization. He suggests that it is important to study "the impact

not only of ecological and technolorlc1l factors, but of econonic and

Q ’ b
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- 1959,'p. 383}. ‘ . .. : :

- sub-culture. The t.hec;ry' has been suppor't.éd' by soafe resedrch, such as B

;and demands of middle-class occupations demand a different hierarchy of .

’ 1 - .
R o ., ‘

.
« » . .
L A et B
. .
. . - x -
3 «

political factors on units in which the bulk of qhild socialj.éaiiion_ :

occurs ~ the fanily in almost all societies" .,. (quoted in Inkeles,

. .
- L

-

Inkeles suggests that subscultures within larger cultures are re-

sponsive first to the part.icu_'la_.'r economic or political realtiy of that

- »

fzhe JilYer and Swanson (1958) studn.es vhich i‘ocusod upon subgroups with-
in the American working and m:.ddle class Us:.ng G‘ather's occupntn.cn as

represent.atlve of the soclety's economic rea.hty for tbe parent ch_ld

-

Q\
-rearing patterns of adults in "bureaucratict and in "entr=preneur1?.l"

' types of employment were a‘ssessed. The ‘bureauctatic parent was found to

be more rewarding of socizl skills -and accormmodative, getting-along-with-
. ': . . ~
others type of responses.. The more entrepreneurial parents were less’

-

.
indulgent and valued self-reliance and initiatives in their childrex's

bshavior. '
f

Kohn's (197,) research also investigated the relationship betwesn
parental values and their status in the ecoromic-social structure in ' .

Anmerican society, t.}}e asgmnpt.ion being that parental patterns g_i‘ch:ild

rearing’ will reflect their values, whiéh in turn are determined by the

2 .

person's social class membership. Xohn suggested that the reguirements 2

2

personal attributes than working class occupations. For examplé, rmiddle-.

%

class occupations often deal with symbols and ideas. Leadership and

»

initiative, as well as skill in interpersonal relations, axe necessary-

for job success. Working-class occupations are more involved with’the
ani pul&th"lS of thmos, t.asks are routinized, supornsed, and dirs:cted,

and advancemant on t."le job is often due to group effort, such das wnion

~

acbivity, rather “than through m&xv:.dwl compztitiori. Parents, then,
™ -

“y %

9
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socialize children according to their b.151c ideas as to 3pnroori ate
A

adult oehavior. Wren the development.of self#dlrectlon is important to

arsnts, children are encouraged to develop awiareness. of and response
L ) B

to their inner: statn H‘.en ablllty to fit into a group structure and

onply to set rules and procedures is- Lnartant then parents teach

>
' ]
.

1h° differences in middle-class ~and working-class parenta.l values,
U4 -
Kohn suooests , are "probably a function of the entire \,omplex of d"‘fer-—
ences irr life conditions chiracteristic of the ...’'social classes"

S

_(kohn, 1974, p. 285). . . ool

-

+

These differences, as Kohn pon_nts ‘out, lead nob so much to differ-
ences in how parents shape bzhavior, (via punishment or via role modeling) R

but determine -what parents identify as approprjate “benavior or undesir-
Q [y
‘able misbehavior. Kohn further suggests thht these ‘differences result.

. s

*9\’ in parents having different vieus concerning responsibilities as parents.
. Y :

l\ e T\ . . . : - i - . K ., *
‘Parents sociilize their children according to how their.life circuzstances

3

"socla.llzed" them. Kohn does not account, however, for the fact that in

- many fary.b.es chi ldren are socialiZed most by thelr mothers «.ho, in

I

.their child's early years at least, have not usually been employed.

- i

Parantal Behavior: I-iedintinv Influence Between Soziety and the Child

. The line of-research waich exaaines the connections between soulal
structure and parental values assumes the mediating agent to be the parert

who is Mconsciously preparing his children for tha‘demands society will

place on him® (Hess, 1970, p. 470). The family in which the child lives

interprets for him initially which of the conflicting messages hc raives
freom the world around rim "are important and worthy of attention and

R "

waich a2re not."
1 v

These theories suggest 3 connec ting link between the structure of a

10

children to reSpovxd to external derna.nds. ‘ . . -

>




v . ‘_7_ .. . . . \’Q ' )
4 " M .( . . " .
'

society (the roles and benavior patterps the society demdnds and re‘.»:,.:'is) :
’ "

and narents.l ‘mmo’ of chnildren to £ill these roles. Societzl valtes

A .

then are seon to _nf‘luence parental socia.liza.tion practices in that socletyl
\
tra

‘ ’Dlss_m.la.r exceriences of persons 1'1 dlife*‘é"lt soci iq-economni (5 2 Wi 'nin .

the irdustrial political system would be éxpe cted to lead to differsnt.

.~ . ’ - e

parental values and different patterns of child rearing. This broader
conceptualization acknowledges the influence of the family structure. “which

refletts the la.rger society to which it belongs. The ’c.heor ‘also recognizes

[ d
. the-influence of pa.rents.l mediation wherein parents conscn.ously and un-

- T consc:.ously soclallze their childrlen fo sur

. .Indlvldua.l Behavior: The Child's Role in Soc“t iza;:ion .

»
v

- N

) The sociological view of socialization' as developed 4n the theoriss

L~ . N

of Parsons (1964 ), Inkeles (1939), and Spiro (1901) , does not assume

that early socnllzatlcn in. chlldnocd necessarily must be compatiole with a

»
-

‘ .
society!s_ acuual adult rolc dexands, particularly in pimes of rapid sociil

‘ . .

‘ch:m&e.\\gl‘he role demands "of the social st’ruc»\ue are seen as operating

in response t.o a soclety's neeca. Peraonalﬁ(y develop':xf*nu, on the other

v . -
-

hand, also involves the :Lpdn:Ldu_.l' responses, to the demands of hs om
. R %
basic dr1Ves. Society survives fthrouga the .adaptation of th° :1.nd1vn.a.a.1's .

social behavior to meet his .own needs ard the needs of ‘the society as well.:

\ A} ~ * - . -
*The interdependéence of t‘neie two systems in this conceptualization is

AN

K t .
* .  described by LeVine (1970): : P

. N .
> -

: Mihatever its role decaends, the soci i3l system must allow individusls
suificient satisfaction<«oi the ir ‘intrapsychic needs; and whalever
their vress for satidfabtion, individuals rust perform appropriately

n thsir soocizl roles; wnen thesz’ cordi tions are not m.v, change toward

more stable sn_uua tion must occur™ (be‘!;ma, p. 509).

i
. ' \
In grder to understand, uhese cevvlo,.u.enﬁa.l sequences and the environ-
7 , . . )
mentil socialization influznces 4s prssented sbove, one must also view the
S \

child, as an active agent, construcsing his cwn identity, making his o .

R

.
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choices, rather than simply ve2 ct..ncr to parental demwnds, Clausen has

o
. . 9

*

¥in eyam.m:!.tlon o;. the range of socizalization influences over time
. can give some indication of the kinds of choices that are avall._ble,
‘ the circumstances uader which they arg made, and the vays in which the
T individual msximizes his ability to fill the roles a.vaﬂable to adult
members of his society" (Cle.usen, 1968, p. 176).

-

Y

The cognitive developments'.hsts ’ ‘such as P—J.aaet and Kohlberg, who are con-

- cérned with-the enculturative or socialization process, as well as the

» ¢

cognitive, v,postu.‘ia.t.e universal sequences or stages of cognitive development,

,which all children go throu'gh; as basically determining how c¢hildren

"acquire beliefis and ways of thinking comp.on to their own culi?ure. To the °

'strt}c‘cural develop:nen%alists , "the study of enculturatlon bzcomes the

study of interaction between cultural beliefs transmitted fo the child

through teaching a.nd social experience, on the one hand; and universal

'stages of covnltlve-'developuent, on_ the other" (LeVine, p. 504).

These approacnes go beyond a cause~-effect "framework and bring the
child into the pn.ctu.re as an =ct:\.vo agent, influenced by the. env:.ronmenu,

_but also acting upon the envn,ronment_. Here thers mey be ‘interactiod in
. ° N ~ § - .‘ x . . .

more than one direction,

- L

To understend the socialization of the Black child, then, involves
N . ' 3

L]
4

theo ies which posit'not o;xly the effects of _pa.rent to child interactions

[
out also consider the forces of the, e'm.*'on:nenb in a cultwe-family inter-

Ly Al 1

action model and the influence of the. child in a paren’c-chlld interaction -

N »

mo’.;el, :
A C"ild-—?mily—Societir Interaction Ztlode]‘.‘: Socizlization of the Blgck Child

.b e &
Y
Q

Cae wmignt cq*xceptu."'zo this SOCla.llZ"‘blo"l process through a ncdel

<

.

which views the child as an active organism. which develops 2s it interacts

with parents, who are interacting with the family, which interacts with
[

1 N ’
‘ -

4,
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a sub-culbure, which influences and is influenced by the larger society.
The model in its simplist form may bs pictorially represented as follous:

Child —=—_ Family. ~=——— Black: = Doninant "
. ~—— =" sub-culturée — culture .

Rather than looking at the Black child as inferior to an idealized
white child and one who must be brought up to certain sta.nda.r-ds > &S many
social scientists tended to do in the past (Baratz and Baratz,. 1979),
this conceptualization allows Black children to be viewed in the context .
of their reality - living within Black families within a Black/vhite world.

\

The shift is from a medical-deficit model ti:—: concentrates on curing yhat

is wrongx with the child (intellectual deficits, for example) toward an
ecological model that recognizes an organism ir\iteracting active.ly and‘
purposely with its environzent.

Most Black children in the Uriited States are so'ciaii;’zed i;to the value
systems of the Black community and into the value systems of the do:ra’n;mt.
riddle-class society as well, even ‘when many v.alues may be 'cbnflicting or
even incompatible. The successful Black pers'o.n t:oday is often ons who

. Yo
must function within the sub-culture of the Black community as vell as

" within the educational, business, industrial and social worlds of the

‘white middle-class (as, for example, within colleges and universities
or within the business corporate structure). . * .
4

Villie (1974b) used the concept of the merginal man to explain the
phenomenon of the Black man/x-.'org.an in a Black/vhite world. Drawing upon
the conclepts of Parks and Stonequist, he described the marginal man as
poised bet:'f:een' ?cmo §ocial wbrlds , parbicipating in both, "but not totally
a ﬁart of either. The socizlization of the Black child in this concep-
tualization cannot k?e cons:‘lderegl separately from the particular and special

»

3 L3 3 3 x . >
environment in which hefshe is devéloping, an environment that not only

| 13

.
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jncludss the observable siresses of goverty or discrmmntlon, but ths
ambiguity and marginality of lieving in two worlds, the white world axd
the Black world. .
Rodman (197L1), has described the al:;pa.ren.t, ambiguity of values and -
attitudes seen in poor Black fi.nilies in tersis c;f the "lower class’ value*
. stretch". ‘According to this theory, lower class families share middle-

( class idféBiogy but, lacking the opportunity and resources to achieve .
middle-class goals, they stretch thelr range of :faluas to sanctlon, also, ‘ ‘ )
tekavior adaptive to their particular circumstances.

Valentine (1971), hes emploved a Ubi-cultural model of Afrc-Ararican

benhavior" to distinguish between cultu.a" va.lws and the circumsbtantial or

Y S

- &
situational adaptations of Black families. Black children in this ‘con-

certualization are "simultaneously” enculturated and socialized in two
o
ways of lli‘e, a contemporary form of their tradltlmal N

oo

lileren

oF

d

| d

(afro-American) lii‘eWays and mainstream Euro-American culture" (p ll.l)
A more philosopnical concectt.a.llzaulon has been expressed in a duality

of reality framework. The African frrn.tor, hchebe (1959), Kas described this
duality phenomenon in his novels. The American wri‘bér, Richard Yrignt (1957),
acknowledged this duality within hinself when he wrote, "I and my environ- v
ment are -one, bub. that oneness has in it, at its very core, an abid;.g

schisa ... (for) being a Negro living in a white Western Christian

ociety ... (m2ans that there is a) contradiction of being both Vestern

and a2 man of color" (p. 78 - 79).

Dixon (197L) recognized the du:l existence of the Black person in America

as the model toward which 3lack American children are socialized. 3lacks

must function dn two worlds, and the "identity confusion” of Black adnles-

. 14
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different reference groups witz wnich they simultaneously identified
(Dixon, 1971; Staples, 1971).

Dixon further observed that both whites and Blacks actuealiy function
in a Black-white world, thai Meach raci2l group embodies both Black and
white.cuitures." Rather than viewing racial%i@entities as "mutually
antagonistic," ﬁixoq described the roles as '"complementary" and conceived
the socialization process within 2 "diunital conceptuaf frarework.n Thi;
theory acknowledges Arerica as boéh Black and white, not jﬂét Black or
white, and the theory encompasses, not Jjust the sociaf&zation of the
Black child, but the white child as well (Dixon_and)fogter, 1971, p. 4-5).

These writers are recognizing the subculturality bivsiack_iamilies
and are accounting for the various inf;uence§ on their lives which are
unique to their situation, living within and interacting with a domdhant
host culture. In this respect the environmential experiences of Blacg
families and other third world Arerican suocultures are different from vhite
Americ;n3; To understand the socializatibn of the child, Bl;ck or wnive,

o .
social scientists must account for all phenome;a. For %he Black child this
not ouly means interaction betwsen the Black child and his farily, but
interaction involving the Black subculture (or Black community) and the
doainant American society as well. The model, pictured below (ad;ptsd

from Billingsley, 1948) accounts for all the interactive forces which

affect and are affected by the Black child.

~

*

American Soziety

Black Culture

Black Family
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The forecolrw fo. muwlations provide some bnsm fo~~ ievwing t;ne o \ o
1iterajc.ure‘ relating to the socialization of Black chlldran,and it provides :
a perspective for the study of pareﬁnt-c‘nild relationships within thre
Blac ﬁ'i.ly. This ecological model allows the exposure of research which
has a pathological empnas:.s (the mndlca.l-defn.cn model) and it w:Lll tend
to reveal the ethnocentrisam or culture bias which may underg:.rd an ex-
periment or research project. It is from the perspective of this ecolog~,

ical model that recent research will now be examined.

Research on Black families

We really know very little about ffat goes on within families, nost
especially sub-cultural groups such as t:he Black dmerican family, Socio.-
logical/psychological research h.as tended to ignore the Black fa;ni],y.
horeover , when research groject:s on the Black family were atiempted, the
studies have generally been disappointing. In the first pl'ace. this research
has concontra.ued onn the Black poor. Although only 28% of Bl:\c.{ families are
in the poverty ca.tegorjf-L it is this croup which is most 1requent1y described
in the sociological literature (Peters, l97h) " Just as the whi {8 niddle-
class child has for years represented all white children in the child develop~
ment literature, the Black child in the poor Black faumily has been synony-
mous with all Black children.

This, concentra.tion on the Black poor, however, has not even pr.ovided .
adequate information about that group. for social science has been most con-—
cerned with describing (how the poor, uneducated, and unemployed Black' xra‘nbrity

do not manage to compete successfully in the education or occupational

LThe median income for Black families in 1973 was $7,270. 723 of Biack
families had incomes above the poverty level in 1973. (d S. Census

Bureau, 1974)

16
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world. Thers has been litilc investigation of the lile styles af poor fam~
ilies, their coping mechanisas, survival strategies, or strengths which '
have allowed them, for 300 years, to raiss children under adverse conditions.
Empnasis on “eultural deprivatién" has ignored the culture and helps to
;Ecount for the paucity of'hard data concerning Black fgmiliesu

The Moynihan Report, referred to earlier, is perhaps the prototyce of the
line of sociological/psychologicgl studies on the Black family which has
cdocunented povert&. Such studies usuzlly looked for correlations a:&ng such

rizbles as father absence, mother's lack of education, or parental unemploy-
mend, and the academic failures of their children. Often these studies are
conparative - for example, Blacké conpared to whites or father absent families
compared to father present families -~ with the salient variable assuzed to be
‘Black race or father absence. This variable, then, is hypothesized 2as
affecting c h*ldreﬂ negatively and many othsr kinds of variables.will be
c;;related with the phenomen&n, ranging froa delinquency (Rosen, 1359) to
future marital success (Scanzoni, 1970), ’ ,

Very few studies control for fanily sizel or ordinal posibion
or matérnal eaployment (some do not control for sex of child), although
we know these variables relate to some of the child characteristics bzing

kY

studied. Often socio-economic variables may be 1n1nproprlately applied.

Sozetimes race is confused with class, as when middle—class/lowar-class

Ward, 1972). Often socizl stratification measures suitadle for whits .

comparisons are confounded oy white-Black dlf*erencos (for example, see

~

Amarican fam_llea are applied to Black imerican families and

N

ERIC
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lEve. woen Jporopr'Aue centrols are applied, however, the carefull:r 2dtained
dava miy oe interpreted j eJoraulvaly. For eYJPpl Schoggen and Schoggen
(L971) in their study which matched Black and white, ur ban and r ural, middle-
cliss and lower~class uhree—Je3r~old children, nevertheless stated that
they collected the data in order to assess "the nature of psycho-social
_deprivation" (p. 1). ) ,
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measurement instruments and value judgments aporopriite for the dozinant

culture are used to.rate or classify Black children and their families,

>

These studies project little about the parent-child relationships wilthin

~the®Black family beyond the general image of a 3lack matrianch who is
. Ny

struggling to raise a large family in her cluttered, non-book~-coptaining
hoze, against conditions of exhausting poverty. This approach not only

postulates questionable cause and effect fela.t_idnships but it assumes that

-

the important independent variables, such as family structure or acaderic

achievenent, are dependent ones.
The. shotgun approzch used in many studies which corrslate SES wvariables

viith whatever other variables are of immediate interest adds little to the

o

)
- y . . ) z N Yy .
theory or knowledge about Bla.ck families. lkoreover, the purpose of this

research which e€ither docunen:s poverty or co.npar&s various .aspecis of

o ) - ’ :
poor Black families with mainstrean white families has never beesn to study

L]

Black family Jife within a viable sud-culture. The assimilationist
r : . > .

\

perspective.\oi’ Frazier (1648) and Myrdal (19LL) some years ago assuzed

that Black families should assimilate into the mainstrezm of American

-
[

Llife. This-assuwaption has nade it legitimate to point out the inad--
equacies of Black families so that tney could then become similar to °

¥

(if not the same ‘as) other Americans. It has been primarily creatiye
. i .
writers such as Viright (19L5) ot Yansberry (1958) or certain anthropclogists/

soci‘ologis,%sj such as Lewis{ 1964} Liebow( 1956} Abrahens { 1970} Ladnery. .

1971} who have been intérested in the 5Slack family as a i‘ully—i‘unctionin_g';

-

institution, where Black children are socialized into their culturs. The

cwrpose of much social science research in the past has been "to improve™

- -

v

tne Black family. . .
An example of this is research which hias centered around Parend and

: 18\
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Child Centers, such as Home Start. KHunt (1975) has described these projects as

« Ban innovative attempt to intervene constructiwely in the educational

-

functioni ing of .fawilies and. neighborhoods of the poor" (p. 229). These

- y 9 - -
. prograas focus on the cognitive development of children and train parents

>

to alter their normal vatterns of mueract.:.on with their children in order
to adopt verbal patterms generally employed by niddle-class mothers of

academically competent children (Levenstein, 1969; Karnes, 1958; Badgen,\\ .

%

1970; Gordon, 1959). \
In sum, a basic criticism of much of th& Black f=2 m.ly research is

its ethnocentric bias. The common sense perspective of the typlc—).l o

social scientist,' who is usuzlly white and/or middle-clzss, seems

to 1nf11.ence Pu.s/nc-r sociological intuition and best hunches so that

Y

the researcher freel*f' and n 1vely generalizes from a particular, ex—

- periment, 4nvolving a small sample of Black people, in a particular
4o

placs, at a certain tims to all other Black people (who in the scieniist's

’ -

own personal, necessarily limited, evperience seemsd to share ore or more
. generai characteriéti‘cs of the samg-:le group) . Thus some sociologisis

write of "% the" Black fami 1y, as if Black families were an homogeneous

group; other, more sophisticated sociologists may make a distinction

betweea lower—class and middle-class Black families in the research

design and then treat these two groups as if ther were monolithic.

(For detailed criticisms of social science bias in research on Black

families see Billingsley, 1973; Murray, 1973; Baratz and Ba.rzlztz, 1971.)

Theve are other problems, too, in studies involvihg Black families

where socio-econonic distinctions are made. Recent research has questioned

the co.parability of SZS categories across the racial groups (\.1'1.1‘:>,r, 1971; -

x

ERI!

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




-16- _ . .

Tho'z:pe, 1972; Daniel, 1972). Researchars who have specula;ted about sociai
class différences anong Black families have all dacr:‘ted the lack of ex—
¥ ‘perimental datz Fra.zier, 1948; Billingsley, 1968; Stagples, 1971; Willie,
19743). A defmltlve study of social Stratification in the Black com
ity, however, has yet to be ronducted. c'hat are the 51gmf1canlt social
class differences within Bla.ck families? 'Are concepts of middle-class
or lower-class __"_9:‘:19_"1'_%}:_’}? a.cross racial groups? These questions cannot
‘yet . be answered with assurance, but they must be considered. Grisby {(1971)
contends that since American stratification theory is based on othe-
notion of white normative consensus," a process in which Bla.ck Americans
have \njt participated, then standard socn.al-—cla.ss concepts cannot ‘
lecltn_rna..e]y be applied to Blacks.

There is some evidence that the Black co'xmum.ty does r'ot assign

social class levels in ways equivalent to the sta.ndzrd socn.:a.1 class

'./

indices of ne=sure*1°nt (Thorpe , 1972) and Blacks and whit es have been

shovmn to differ in social class ident:.-lcauion_. In his camparative suudy '

M

Daniel (1972) found that Black men and white men are essentially similar

in the criteria they use to 'definez their own social cléss, out that 3lack

and vhite working wives differ. However, most social science research

~—

involving Black i‘ajnlhes does not consider the social class issue at all.
It eit‘her casually assumes t.h t all Black f:un:.hes are poor or that soc:.ai
class distinctions can be applied similarly to Blacks and vhites.t Some
studies fail to maske social class distinctions at all. These oversights .
can result in faulty interpretation of data.

In addition, assigning lower soc:.o-economc status to Black fanilies

rarely takes into consideration that many Blac& families are, upwe,rcl:: mobile.

1

Ione explanation of i-io;,fniha.n's inability to understand the dynimics of

Black poor families is that he assumod that Black poor and white poar
were b.}.olClll_{ al:_kn (Wiil¥e, 1970).

: 20 , :

¢




> "17 - * .

K

Investigations of the dymanics of parent-child interactions or of

.

the moacb of unemployment or of father absence, for example, generaliy
assume that these situations are static and unchanging over Yise. Valters .
. > o ¥ N *
- B * * > . ’ 2 -
ard Stinnett {1971) observed in their decade review of research on rarent-

.

A child relationships that = | ..

v -
N - * ¢

ULt is interesting that theory upon which our research is based
concerning parent-cnild relationships frequently ignores changes

in roles among social classes and among -ethnic grougs over

periods of time. That parents have a differential impact among
various ethnic groups, and that this impact is different at wvarious
:Zta.ges <)>i‘ the family life cycle is noi always carefully delinzated"
p. 101). E .

A study involving in—depth interviews with middle- and lower-class 5lack

* fanilies which focused on bshaviors, attitudes, and relationships of Zlariily

#

merbers over time found that upward robility of families was often accom-
. panied by changes in the behavior and relationships of the husband and

wife, both vithin ther family and without (Yost, 1973). This line of .

approach suggests the desirability of stu dying 'a variety of Black familiss

in each social class level t‘qrou"h the various stages of the fanily life

.

cycle. A random sample of the low-income families on AFDC, living in a
housing project, vhose children attend Head Start may not be representz-
tive of other lo\q-—:mco ie families and their children, although the assunp-

tion tends to be made, either L’“Ollc:l.‘blj or e)roln.c-n tly. These firdings,

"=

«

moreover, may not even b2 representative of their ovm life style at znother

)
N
NL e

-
. period in their life eyecle.l i
\\ LI . 4 »
\\Parent-c ild I*ltamc ion Resesarch
AN ' : R ‘ .

‘
\_Periags the most ronising studies of Blacxk families have besn ina

’ l}Criesbera 9]0) found that female head-of-family was ofbten a bemgorary
status of pothers living in 2 low-income housing project, and thelr L e
children had Mved in a two parent houschold at an earlier tine.=nd SRR
many would be. lw \s ina t:'.-ro—parent. household "at a later time in”

their lives. 2 1 . - .
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parent-child interaction studies., noviever, this research , 2 thougn
innov&tive and sdzs%imes~prodhctive of useful datz, also often suifers
froa the euhrouentr*c perspective discussed above. When the interactions
.

of middle-class Black (or white) parents and their cﬁildren are observed
to differ from the parent-~child interactions in lo&er—élzss Black (or
white) fauilies, the behaviors of the niddle-class parent-child dyad are
vieved as the norm, especizlly when they correlate with the child's

acadeﬂlc achlevenont (Bess and Shirman, 19%5; Kamii and Radin, 1957).

'he differing behaviors of the lower-class or Black parent-child tein

£xY

|

are often judged to be dysfunctional (Levenstein, 19569; Rernes, 1968;
Gordon, 1969).

Trere are additional pro?lems with the egrly parent—child interzction o
studies. In the first élace, rarent-child is usuall& translagéé into
mother—éhild and the father-child“relationship is t}pically viewsd f{rozt

thke anomalous.father-absercs perspzctive =- that is, father becozes

izportant because he is not there, Few investigators have explored the

ymezics of the father-son relationships, much less the father—daugh-,-

v

relationships within the Black fanily, even thougn the father 1s present

in 655 of all Black familiesl (U. S. Gensus Bureau, 1974). (A notable

~ A
o

exception here is Smith's (1972) investigation of the family roles of

Black lower—class fathers which found father§ to be active in chkild

.
P
d
g 2 f'_._'.- -

.-:‘;' 1 J. N ¢

AT SRR
/),. raey = - ',

resring and in fanily activities). ' SRS

’
’

Research which examines parent-ciild interaction gaxterns viithin 3lack

. . . . " . . L
fazilies has certain methodological weakneiées in the procedures emplcyed.
" . B : SIS, o <t : y <
In many siudies, the log-incoZe (and niddle-ifrcone)-mother was asked o
1‘ ) '

.‘

:o)

atrer is not absent in 727 of 3lack families with income of
0—v7,000 "he i3 nobt abSent in 84% of 3lack families with incoze
,000 ~ $10,000. T (u.s. Census Bureau, 1972)

22 ,' N
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oring her child to an institution for the study. The parent-child

interaction dyads were then dbserved in a laboratory setting., This can

<

resent an unfamiliar and threatening situation to the lower-class mother,

>

so that the laboratory-incuced behavior is not necessarily typical of
everyday iaehavior‘. There ;i.s 'some evidence c;f this. In a comparison of
the usefulness of information of parent-child intéra"ction obtained in

an experimental “playroom situation and data obtained using other techniques
(st_lch as naturalistic home observation, parent -ir.'.terview , and parental
2)-hour diaries) Lytton (1974) found that the “experimentally obtained
p}ayro;:n measures did not prlxluce higher validity" (p. 61). The structured

~

experinent was found to be the Jeast productive of reliable firdings.

‘Lytton also suggested that young children, as well as their mothers, niy

bshave "at.y‘gica]ly, being overawed by the strange surroundings,” even

»

in what appears to the experimenter to be a non-threatening situaticn.
Not only may the observed parent-child behavior in the laboratory setiing

be distorted, but the parent interview usually held at the same time to

* I

obtain information concerning parental child-rearing practices and goals
. . - . . . 2.
nay be migleading. Ve know that discrepancies often exist between parental
L -
reports to strange interviewers concerning their child-rearing ‘techniques

and the actual typical parental practices (Ch;ist.ie and Lindauer, 1953).

%2

Intent and execubtion often differ, and parents may respond to questions =z

behavior in tems of what they believe the interviever
) - . >

.

will approve. / .

—— e s .
There are still other proolems in this' approach., The consistency of
’ ° » . N . . *
4
the relitionship b&lween parental attitudes and their behaviors, so often
v - - « : *
o . . . [y " y N “
assweed in parent interview studies, has been fourd, when actually tested,

¥

to be ousstionzbole. MNot only has pzrental recall be found to be somewvhat

23
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g unreliable - parenis ofisn paintirg a rosier picture than actually

} existed (Yarrow, 1970 ) -.but parental reports of their attitudes

toward childrearing and fgmily life obtained thrdugh parent interview

’ Situations have %een,found to differ significantly fro; their actual
oehaviors in their interactions with their childrén '(Zunich, 1971).

The parent-child model itself is cénstrictive, especially “when
applied to Black fhmilies: 'The¥e are various patterns of inyefgé%ién:
within lov-incone Black fanilies that the dyadic parent-child model

. “cannot acco:ﬂ.oda.te. °I.':-.:x)rta.nto relationships may then be negle_.cft?_éd, or
P " accorded less attention and s_;nlflcance “in the research design.
Bronfenbrenner (1973), in fact, has called.the theoretical paremt—chiid,; a
dyadic model "ecologi&ally: invalid", Although much has\been siritien '
2bout the extended Black famil& (Rainvater, 1970; Ladnery 1971; .
tack, 197ha; Billingsley, 1958) little attention has beég‘paid:to the \
. sub-systems of grandmother-child dyadic interactions or éven the grand-
nouhe“—mother—chlld triadic interactions within the Black famll“.
’ . MNome of the above criticisms of social science research involving ' o
_Black childfen and their fanilies are new. When Black family studies

Al *

haie been reviewed in the past, criticisms siadlar to these have been

’ M

LA
» made (Darmofall, 1972; Vander Zanden, 1973; Lieberman, 1973; Barnes, 1972).

Staples (1971) in a review of Black family research published irt one of 2

-~

the dacade review issues of the Journal of Idarriaze and the Farilv sumnar-.
jzed the"studies up to the seventies as-being, characterized by weak
! N

metHodolefy,” biased and low samples, inadequate resea ch instruments,

[3
-

unjustificd inferences froa the data, psjorative assumptions, and use

ST

oZ thre "nltn rlodlercl»ss as th9 no."u In addltlow tn= novn*h Repdrt

* Y =

” and its ceficiencies were dlS“USS°d Ly Suanlgs in some detail (zs have

. 94 \ . ‘ :
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other critics: Ryan, 1971; Carper, 19466; HRainmater and Yancey, 1967).

. Althouzn one might expect -subsequent researcn to have avoided these o
shorttomings, rmcst studies of Black families suffer froa one or more
o R .

' . k) : . - 3 o . o - 4
. of these problens. To what extent are these criticisms applicable to

’

@

4 -

research developed in the Tirst -hé.lf of the decade of the seventies? .

This will be the focus of the remairder of this papér.

[ e f

- In order to counteract the atheoretical perspective of so auch of the g
research on Black families, the s'tudi_es‘of sthe seventies included- here will

N .

be examired in terms of 'several basic assumptions which seem, subtly or

»

- . -

overtly. to subsume much of the research involving Black children and
J’ - <

»
©

their parents\f- . “
ASSUMPTIONS CONCERNING PARENT-CHILD RELATIONSHIFS AND SOCIAL- | B
. : TZATION OF BLACK CHILDR&N ) L .
C. . . N
s N - b Y
. Assumption 1: Black children are different from white children - ,
4 ‘ . -
. As we have shown, it is often assumed that Black children.are deficient
) when compared to white children. Once the deficiencies are identifisd and “ "

neasured, it is believed, health, educational, and psychological programs ° .

can be developed to eliminate the deficits so that Black children will Become

>

just like white children. An example of this concept is seen in this .

excerpt from Deutsch's (1972) discussion in “The Disadvantaged Child and

the Learning Process.” : p

nthe lower-class child enters the school situation so poorly prepared
to produce what the school demands that initial failures are aliost
ipevitable, and thé school experience does nothing to counteract the
javidious influences to which he is exposed in his slun and somebimes
sexregated nsighborhoad ... There are various differsnces in tha kinds
of socializing exgerisnces these children have had as contrastel with
the middle-class child ..." ,

1 32

—
.
o

v.."The relationship between soclal background and school perior
ance is not 2 simgle one. ‘Rather, evidence whnich is accuawdatin

i
* N

[4
g
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e influence of background viriibles on the
nzuize, and cogpitive devslopaent of the
quvnt diffusion- of the effects of such patierns

he child!s acadenic and p5jch01091c11 performance.
To understand the e e;fuc*s requires del ineatirg the urderlylnﬂ'
sxills in which.these children are nobt sufficiently nroflylnnu .o

»

U by
v
L W

tn
l.

IS

A related problen is that of defining what aspocts of the, back-
ground are most influential in oroducing what kinds of deficits

in skills." (Ital. added, Deutsch, 1972, p. L77) . - X

’

Deutsch clearly sees the logical “so}ution" tg_éhe»Black:qhildgs

"problem" as assimilation of Black, culture into vhite America; so dife-
¢ . b 3 *
ences are necessarily seén as deficits and therefore -as undesirabléf/

- - ] ) l). ) .
thinking American culture includes only the

In t113 ethnocentr ric

Rather than study the-interactién of,

C"lln and hlo ewvlronnoﬂu as a viable whole within a uheory which twkes
v b - .

into 3ccount all elementS‘involvad, ‘the researcher selechbively eﬂnnas*zss .

values of the vhite mlddle cl«ss.
hie

P o

those parts of the situation which elthar fit or contrast his p*evlo"sly

H
O.L \oep tb‘v

conceiv 1pa.ly with tne,chlld's

ved hygothesis.- .qgrn is pri

develogment, so that deficits are deternined solely in terms of

those behaviors defined as unacce table by school teachers, test adzinis~
\ 1 :

PSSR
w3 o ve)

. Oy
rs,. eaployjment counszlors o college admissionofficers. There is
what the child:.can do, what he is like, how he interacts-

» ! . -

Jittle interest in

b N . - . 4 . )
in- Hls env1r0ﬁnonu at home or on the strest with his friends. In fact, this, -
. % .

many Black children pdssess remarkable tal-:

.

“erspeétive overlooks the fact that

Y

nvs and competencies, :also the result of the socialization practices-of

- :
bareats. Ginsburg (1972) in summarizing this research of the sixties
: . S c s oy

) ies of Black children in his oprovoca-

-

ewphasized the narrow focus

» /
This search for dzficzits actually lessens the possibility of finding sim-
,’l
PO S = - ’ . e
lLl?lgl;S. Indesd, seviral yrell-controlled comparative studies which assumed

’ Il M
-
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. .
¢ EXed a'.l dlfferenr'es as the independent 'variavle have found that the factor’

» ”»

of race alone is a poor predictor variable. For -example, Baldwin and

-~

Baldwin (1973) in ‘'a report of their study of maternal-child behavior where |

naturalistic observytions were made of mother—-child interactions in

zree-play s:.tua’.ons stated that when edacatlonal levels were cont”olled

- "

no differences. wera observad betv.enn Black mothara and whlte mothe*s on
", .the quality of-their intez:actions ‘or-on the gomplexity of their verbal-

> . z
=t

B iz8tions, although’differencesgdin other a.rea.s were found, - .

Lt

. 4 .
* S:un:larly, Schoggan a.nd Scho ggen (1971) foun& no oeha.v:.oral parent-— .

child interaction differences between the Black and vwhite subjects based

oy a

i B
on race alone when socio-economic status and other variables were care-

s’
’

. . , S

fully controlled.)'l’his is not to suggest, let me hasten to add, that.
uc_fi‘e:s -of Black parent-child interaction compared to

well-coritrolled.s
white pareni-child interaction have found no diiferences. Bawirind (1972),

N * > - - - . - ’
for example, found thatg.authorltarla.n child-rearing pract:.ces of soxms ) L

" "Black families soclallzed girls into 1nd°pendent a']d self-assertive P

! N behavior while authomtnr*a.n c’nld-—rea.rlnq in w‘ute families led to depen~-

v

dent behavior in children. In a.‘.é{:’l’x)dy. of younger children-, (9-—18 ‘months

P

ofd) 2nd their mteractlon with their mothers, Clg.rke—Stewart (1973)

fowd dlfferencn~ in the mothev’-chlld relations of the Bla.mc as co-.mared

. to fbhe white mothers. The focus, in parent-cnl'ld interaction studies. such
X . .
as these is principally ofi the interaction, rather than on comparison so

that behaviors are viewed within the context of the child'!s environ-ent. .

This aZLlo.vs Baumr:md to sucgest that the authoritairian prac tlces of

-
)

. Black mothers. may lead bo different; but valuable consequences in the
Black child and that the authoritarim practlces "nmay have as their

explicit oogeca.ve to develop toughness and self-ouff:.clency in Blaask

“

girls and thus be perceived by them, not as rejecting butb as nuruura

0 ‘ A 27
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care taking" (p. £55). In the Clarke-Stewant research, differences in

children's developashit was showm to be rslated to'maternal réspoasive~

. -~

. ~ - 3 * - .
ress, stimulitions,’ and agpropriatenéss — areas in which Black mothers

~
»

~

differed from wnite mothers. ng important distinction here is that

LN

these studies examine precursors of behavior with mother-child intsractions

+

rathér than attributéﬂbehiv;ors to such factors as racial identity or

econozic status. In these studies a difference is'not‘defined as a deficit,

1

”

In much research, however, findings of differences between racial groups
cannot be adequately interpretéd. VWhen research involves comparison of ,
Blacks and whites, background factors are often not carefully controlled. "When

» results are reported, then, it is not clear if differences found are related

" to racial idenhity or to economic status or to life style differences; although

. WG
the findings are often discussed in terms of racial differences. An exaaple

of this is seen.in Ward's (1972) comparison study of the sek—éoie preference
. . “‘\

and parental imitation.of middle-class vhite children and lower-class

a

Black children in the secord grade. Watrd concludes, "There appears to be
a doainant masculine influence in the development of sex-role prefersnce
among middle-class, white children and a dominant feminine influence in

parental imitation among lowsr-class black children" (p. 654).

Even if one could legitimately generalize from 32 second-grade child-~

ren Qﬁtending the Campus School of the State University College in 2rock-
port, New York, to:all'middle—class vhite and lower-class Black children, |
as Ward did, this sweeping 9onclnsion would still be unjustifiedj for iv

is an inaccurate representation of the research findings. Ward regorts
thét "On £he ayergge,‘the black 6éys initated the father 9 times and the

>

hY

3

mother § times" (p. 654). A more plausible interpretation of this (if
M ' PR
one were not looking for deviance) might be that the families of these

nine boys were egalitarian, indicating mother and father influenges. 28

Tlard's interpretation is an example of an investigalor's attenpt to fit.

- e n
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"+ data into preconceived conceptions about Black children and their familiea.
- The Ward study is, in addition, 2n example of ressearch-which uses an
y 15, ’

.. instrument to measure the performance of Black children that has been

N

stﬁndandized on a non-cczgarable group. This widely practiced procedure
has been criticized by a number of social scientists (Barnes, 1972;
Willisms, 1971; Bay Area kssociation of Black Psychologists, 1972).

Psychometrists and test administratdrs are becoming aware of the limita-

r

tions of standardized tests when used on Black children, eSpecially'loweri

class Black children, as in this study. The use of the It Scale for

)
o ~

_Children by Brown to measure sex—réle preference of poth the Black and white

S

children and interpreting thé performance of each group simil ]%y onlf
reveals the actual sex-role preference of the group for whom the test
" was designed to be used. The performance of the Blacﬁbchildren reveals,

not their male—female sex-role preference as deteramined within- their Black

family and Black sub-culture, but only how these children's values com-
pare vith the values white middle-class childreq have aSout m2le-female
sex-role performance within the white middle—élasé cultiure,

It is interesﬁiﬁg to note in these comparatiﬁe studies the consistent.

sequence of terminclogy in which the results are reported. In many studies

which focus on compagisons, the Black child will be compared to the white

7

child who represents the norm - even when the white subjects are not in

"the majority, as when the subjects are distributed equall; between the
x.

two racial groups. - : ) . N

Entwisle (1972), for example, referred to Blacks as being "less

opposed® to their mothers working outside the hore. Gold and St. Ange
(1974) .observed that the Black sudjects gave "fewer" steroiypic responses
EA

to questions about male/female sex roles. Stinnett et al (1973) found that

the Black subjects expsrienced "<loser" parent~child relzatienships, that

., 29
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. Black families were "more mother oriented, and that the parents of 3lack

children were “much less likely" tc be ab home. Orum and Cohert (1973)

ected® with politics. The

=,

found 3lack crildren to be "much nors disaf
subtle ethnocentrisa here is usually unrecognized. Blacks are cozpared B
to an unarticulated norn and the responses of these subjects are dlsc.,.ssed “
prinvlpa.lly in terms of their racial 1dent.1tleu. Althoug‘n the mnt.‘xo:?.olcwg:,r
may be carefully controlled for such oaCLC'round va.r:.a.bles as i‘a...::.l;r income,
enployment and education of parents, number of( children or place of residence,
" the discussion in these co:npax:;tive studies tend‘s to center on observed
- racial differences.
'
When social scientists conceiva research involving Black and white
?:hildren and their parents from a cozparative perspective - that is, Black
" Subjects compared to white subjects - with the focus on the lack (or
presence) of some difference, they f:il to recognize the real ‘igrifica. nes
of thnair results.  Concentration ugon the fact of difference seens po)
obscure the more salient findings of the research. This results in dis-
c}xs ns ard conclusions which atiexzct to explicate the observed diiferences
from an idealized goal rather than anilyses and descriptions which attempt
t gnderstand the dynanics of the o'::seryed ecological situation.

\1 " VWhen the findings of all oi’ these studies are examined in t,_.;.s of -

(v.-yh]ather or not the dati support the aypothesis t‘:ie.i; Black children. are

' di *[t‘ferant from white children, one gets the impression that Bla.ck child~

4
\

reT y be different from white children in some areas and pemaps similar
to|white children in other areas. The researchesr does not, \ however, zain .
mucxh .nformation in these comparativa-typs studies concern.‘:mg, what 31i2 ok )
chi\ldl‘en re like, what thelr goapoiencies are under differing circuss ;‘c" s,
or l&.rm, the observed behaviors mean ~ although these data x:.-.'.z)" have” teen

obt cher s r; to exaaine the data on Blaek chiliren

30
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| outside of the comparative framework vis a vis the white child, interest-

. > -

Y

1g in ormation about Black children wmight begin to emerge. Thase

t;-

Bladk boys and Black girls, it mignt be suggzested, are being socializad

}..J

into patterns of relationships which appear to be egalitarian. Free of

the need to coxpare, the researcher might observe that the second grade

: Bl;ck boys and girls were influenced by botuh wother ;nﬁ father (Ward, 1972);
Black-;doléscents expected mothers, as we}l a;’fathers, tdvbe in the(labor
force (Entwisle, 1972}; Blackhelementany school girls saw males and
females as sharing sex réles (Gold and St: Ange, 1974); and Black high
school girls, like their male peers, expected to be employed after
merrizge and children (Xuvlesky and Obordd, 1972). This kind of informa-
tion proaotes the develogment of hypotheses which can be investigated |
through future research .which can lead to further understanding of Black
cq1ldfen. Black children are, of course, differené from whité children.
' Roaearch vhich focuses on comparing Black children with white chlldreu,

assuning white children to be the norm, however, auds little to und erstand-~

ing the,socialization of Black children.

. Assudption 2: The Black family orovides an homogeneous environment for

-

child rearine: there are no significant cliss or recional differences. ;

. i While Black families in the United States have been accurately de-

‘

scribed as sharing many similar characteristics and behavior pabierns -

2 r-4

(3illingsley, 1948; Valentine, 1958) - the consequences of a common
( <

African/slavery heritage and the continuing necessity for adaptation te

varying cdegrees of ogpression and racisam - Slack fanilies are not monclithic.

They have much in common,” but they ilso have varied 1ife styles, valuss °

and attitudes (Willie, 1974a). .

There is 2 strong ard viable 3lack niddle-cliss (B llan zsley, 1633;

Fi1li 197&1) ;nl there is a large snd stable working cliss vhich

ERI
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_pot exhibit mtqo_ o7y and disorganization (Hill, 1972; S"maoni, 1971; Stapies,

~23-

157k \-.‘illie, 1975; 19742), although neither has abtracted ruch scientific

4

attention.

In the past most of the research on Black fami lies-focused.on low-income,
multi-problen families (ioynilizn, 1545; Rainwater, 1970) which Willie (1974a)

refers to as the under-class and Billingsley (1958) describes as the non—

" working poor. These families, as discussed in the previous section, have

-5,

2

absorbed a ‘niéh];f disproportionate amount of social research interest. The
study of the non-poor '.-:orking and middle-class Black families has been limit~
ed mostly to research wirich concentrated on comparing the differences in

rniddle~class and lower—class patterns of parental sociali zatn.oq of children

or which fqcuised on described class differencss in the husband—'.-rife re]:a.tion--

o - > .

ships as revealed in an experl.nonta." situation (Kamii and Radin; 1967; Hess
and Shipman, 1965; Blood -and Wolfe, 1971; TenHouten, 1670; lack, 1971).

Otherwise, socizl scientists, before and after Hoynihan, who were

o

interested in Black families, have primarily limited their studig,s to the
low income Black family and have then generalized to all Black fanilies

(tyoically without apology or explana.tiofl) . They have docu. wented the

»

conditions of poveriy and presented thesc findings as descriptive of the

family 1ife of ~Black people.t - ' ,

»

The rich variety and unique adaptations of Black family life havz
teen best described in recent years, perhaps, ‘oy anthropologists such zs,

Eliot Liebow wno in the sixties desur:l.a ad the life styles of umsk 11__e:1

low—~income strzet corner men in Tallyv's Correr or ULE Hannerz whose

Y
Souldide: Inauiries into 3lack Guetio Life analyzed the everyday lives
Y N
qi‘ Blick low~incote men and women or ‘.’irvini:). Yo'.::‘.g (1970) vwiho recoided Black
A )

. . ( -
family life amoag tThe residents of Geo gl.a.to.m. Bach of thsse researchiers
A

described sut-groups — that is, they found 2 nuzter of different

o .32
-~
Lror 2 critique of soc1ologr,/ textbookst treibment of r.'n.e 3120k

famaily
fi1mily see Peters (1974

')



-

families vho shared certain imgortant characteristics and value systers.
Valentire (1971), reporting preliminary findinpgs of an on-going
o .

ethnogradhic study of low-incoas families living in a l:z.rge nor thern

-

citr. found evidence of 2t least fourteen different Black sub-grouss whose
s ZToux

life styles differed in a aumber of sign cant. ways. Valgritine wroie,
"These cultures present distinctive group  identities and behavior
patterns including languzges and dialects, aesthetic styles, Todics
of folklore, religious behefs and practices; political a.l..egle.:‘.cas

family structures, food and clothing pre;.erences -and other coxntrasts .
derived from specum national or regional origins and unique etino- ‘
N historiua" (p. 140).

N

These cultural systems are maintained through tneir child-family-cozzunity

patteras of interactions.l o

N N

Vhat has recent child development research contributed to under Sanding
of the heteroo=n°'t:y of the fa.m_y enviroanent of Black chlldren and their
families? Although the bulk of research on Black children has bsax school-

oriented, concentrating on academic achievement, I.Q., or on languags de~

3

velopamsnt (Black English), thers have also been studies on tre socialization

- of children within Black families. In the following section a group of

sociological/psychological studies, in which Some attention was paid’'to

parent-child interaction or child-reiring pattérns within the study o2

broa.dc; aspects of fhe 3lack family, y:i-ll be discussed, T_l;lese studiss des-
cribe the heterogengeiby of the life styles and interperson.a:l relations within
Black families and attest to the fallacy of assumptions about "tlf.e"-sl} 2k family.

. For convenience these studies have been grouged into three categories:

4, general des crll.tlve studies of 3lack families vhich include, bub are

> ©
not limited to,, parent-child interactions; B, studies of relationships ,
within Black families which do not inclwde parent-c ‘u.ld interactions aut

A
re ralevint to child oOCllllZ"th., and C, studies of husband/wife
N . . x .
-

roles an eld.ClO'\"nlpS which 1'1clqdw inquiry into parental attitudss

. - "

\
l-scs.lo'u" (1973) detailed revort of the first two yaars of two oities froa
, lou income fimilies emphasi~.d che totally different expsriences tus Zamilies ..
ay or

'y

O with similar-incomes may provide. !
ERIC " 33 -
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Sociological/Psychological Studies on 3lack Family Life - The &nvironzant

-

|
\
. for Chi:ld—Rearing .

&, General descriptive studies of Black families which includes, but are
not limited t¢ parent-child interactions. ’ .

. 'B. Studies of\rela.'tionships ‘within Black families which do not ineclude
' parent-child interactions, but are relevant to child socialization, T )
: C. Studies of husbend/%ife roles and relationships which include in~ o
quiry intc parental attitudes on child-rearing behavibr. ' N |
\ _ | -\
VHERZ URBAM/RURAL } PARENT INVOLVEE] ~  SES "
f ’ “1Dp. ' < . Yo, &
A | Mo.{So.iS.%.l ¥, | Urban|{Rural | Mo.{Fa.| Fa.,. 1L.C. W.C.iM.C.
Scanzoni | X, : X : x ‘X x
Rainwater i A ¢ X x x
Ladner X x
Schulz X x x X
Smith, F. X X X x
Young X X X x x
Guillory’ Sl x X x x
Leopold x x X x|
Kolland . x X K x X X~
Kronus X X . X b < x
, Babchuk & ‘ S B )
Ballweg | = X ] X K, x x |'x '
Stack *X X X 'x ’
Williaxs & . )
Stockton x |- X ' x X X
hays & j .
¥endel x X ¥ x X x
Romakumar x Ix 1 40X X X ol x
Brodber & ) ! > “
Wagner x x | b3 I x
Spanier &
Fishel b X X X \
& C . \ —
) Tenkouben | x| x x x | x
Fack N b'S x X x b's ?
Smith, J. X X o . >
TOTALS g 1615 21 7 3 8 {1 9 17 > g
<
34




- :
‘3-0- -

or child-rearing behavioi'. (See” Table I). A
Some of the studies in category A are reports of\socioiogical re-
search conducted in the ‘sixties'.and are included as ev.'L\d\énce of the kind
of data available to researchers. Four of these are guit'e well known
(Scanzoni, 197L; Rainwater, 1970; Ladner, 1971; Semiz, 1969), the find~
ings having been a.va.llable for quite some time.l Even- a casual readino of

Scanzoni's report. of the parenual values dnd attitudes of Black families

above the poveruy Jevel in a.midvestern city, Rainwater's detailed descrip-

“tion,of very poo” Black families living in one of the worst s"ams in the

-

cou.ntry, ladnert's insightful, account of very 1od—incom° girls and Schulz's

)

provocative descriptions of,very low-indoma boys growing up in that same

slum reveal the enormous differsnces in the social, physical, and emotional

environnents of these urban faﬁiiiigs. Two ethnographies, one by F. Smith

(1973) which described the pa.z:ental}‘&iscipline practices and beliefs and
Fl . /o : . .
one by Younz (1970) which was concerned with Black families living in

a small tovm in Georgia, provide descriptive sunnaries of child-rearing

practices in two very different rural cowmunities.

Two investigations (Guillory, "1972; Leopold, 1969) focused on.
nsurvival techpiques" and "daily methsds of coping" :iry:t'he low incoze
nulti-problem Black family. Guillory's research measured pa.tterns of

mubual aid, persistence of rural values, decision-maxlng, relicioSit,v as

vell as atultudea toward work, child-rearing, a.nd rarriage of Black

families living in a large southern city. Leopold 1nvastiga.ted the
"positive features" in the life styles and coping ps.tt‘érns‘, of ‘northern

inner city Black poor families throeugh home observations and. pe;c'tn cipant

\1

osservation. Both Guiillory and Leopold reportod great var inn§ in re-

-

sourcefulress and unique patterns of family living and child-rearing

AN
arrangenaits. In the final study in category 4, the usefulhess of the

"eulture of poverty® thesis in urderstmdin« Black family lifc styles is
H r" N ) .
t é ‘
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t.es ted. ¢ | ' . .
Holland (1972; reported the résults of data (collect.ed in h.stm,
Texas, in connection with an urban renewal n*o*ect) which was a.r'alyzed
in respect to the four aspect.‘s of living, w‘nich, ac':cord}ng to Oscar Lewis,
"the culture of poveﬁ':y"“ influences. Ke fcunci the individual traits ° .
ascribed to the poor to be as characteristic of the non-poor as the poor.
Let. us twrn now to reseaich w}}‘ich focusas‘ on sone aspe;;t. of B;La.di
family life, other than parent-child relaticnships, but which nevertheless
provides sone information as to the variety or similarity of family lifs ~
styles wn.t.hm the Black subculture. 'I“nes° are grouped together in cate-
gory B. Kronus (1970) studied Black mldd..e-—class and blue-collar males

and reported significant differences in the cultural style of life of these

*
-

two groups, although the family patterns and consuaption pa.tterhs Were
similar. This supports the Eheoretical social cless concaptug}.iza_tions
of Billingsley (1958) and ¥Willie (19742 concernir:g observed class dis~
tinctions within. both niddle-class and lower—class Black Families.,

At the same time recent research repoz:t.éd by Babchuk and Ballweg -
(1572) mdlcnt.ed “that theré are important smll..rltles in the structure
“of Black fam.lles which cut across lo ».r-class ’ worxcmg-class and -
middle-clzss classifications. This st.udy exanined thn primary relations
(including family and fri ends) of couples from each socn.al class back~ E
'groundAand found no :\ﬁlcnnt differences in the primary relations with
kin and friends between t\he three social classes. “Stack (197ha; 1574b)
in her iuvest.igations of kﬁu\p;twor‘i(s in 2 Black comaunity found strong
patterns of kin and friend mut.‘ua.l in*eractions and support among second
geﬂp tion Black families recen.v:mr' welfare, This social.unit of cooper=

ation was seen as a survival strategy smong the poor Black women which

provided an expanded domestic network intimately involved in the sccial-

36 - :
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jzation of children and rmaintenance of family life.
Two a.dd:.t:.ona.l studies wnich e}.anmed structure and extended kin
relationshigs of Black families both appeared in the February, 1673 issue

Y

of the Journal of tarriage and the Family., Williams and Stockton exazined

: the structural variations-of the nuclear and extended familiea found _.mong
321 Black households in one nsighborrood of a large city in the souuhv:est.
"‘Bight different family-child arrangements were observed out of 18 differ-

ent household types which were located in that com.'i;hnity. Hays and ¥endel

™

studied extended kinship relations in Biagk and white families, about 2/3

of whom vere lo"er-cla.ss. Kinship and kin inter»;c_:tions were found to be . .

more mco”t.ant (e} the Black famllles studn.ed amd the e>.tended xin network

played an imgortant role in the socialization of Black cm.ldren.

Mot all studiges contridute useful information concerning the familial

«

° environment of Black children, however, althougn the topic of ressarch

mey look premising. The pervasive’ Hoynihan myth of the Black matr{a.‘rchy

-

has inspired 2 nuxber of 1ntereat1.n<r research ef:.orus - some by soci2l

scientists who doubt the matriarchy myth, some by researchers who 2ssume,

AN

as in the three studies that follow-, that the IDVuh is true.

Rom&wmr's (1971) discussion of Black nouae‘uolds assumed homnogen- . .

izing effects of"povarty on Black familles o document illegitimacy,

'

: father absence, and ‘unemployment., An invest iga t:Lon by Brodber and Wag- . '

’ er (1970) claimed to use anthropological t.e"‘nnlqa—’s to study the “SOcJ.al

) structure of Black families liv.mg, on we].fzre in the 'central! arez

» -

"of a large \‘est Coast c:.t.y ... in order to present a dynamic view of the:

' hsocializing vnit in action® (p. 168). In-a.ctua.lrt,y the 311uh0"‘ made

[P i
N - - N

- wvalue judments concerning various aspects-of the lives of the fa:ilies

’ © studied and found each to be wanting, A study (Sbanier and P:!.s\;el 1973)
Q . e . . .
ERIC - | SN
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w‘uc‘l examined the influence livi ng in a housing project ha:s on parertal
cnildrearing, diécusséd mostly whal parents could not do, and like the
Srodter and ¥ a.crner study, implied without descriptive evide snce that 211"
of the i‘amiliés faced similar i}xconveniences and px“oblexﬁs which they were
helpiess to resolve satisfactorily. :

Not all researchers looked for maladaptive behaviors, Aosmall, o

but important, group of studi:es examined the husband/wife interactions

'

within the Black family in order to assgsé the family power relationships, .

Grouped here into category C, thesze invgstigations inciden'ta.lly shed some
light on the child-rearing attitudes of Black parents and are thus of

interest to us, The question we ask of these studies .is, are the perental

attitudes thus revealed similar? Do Black pareats have similar attitudes

toward child-rearing in low-income or middle-income, urban or rural families?
" Two studies of hustand/wife relationships (Ten‘douten,_l970 5 'I-Zack;

1971) have become cl'assics in the field of the Black family, if juigecf

by the frequency they have appeared in print in the past two or thrae
Ed " N * o

.
-

years, either quoted in articles on the Black family or reprinted in

family sociology readers. This research examined the power relationships

within Black '.fam:l.hes Tenilouten interviewed 148 nuéleai Bla.c-c i‘emilies
(a.lso 138 white families) with chlldren in o*der?t, ‘ktuay family role oo

st?ucture aud t.he perfom:mca of Ia°n11y roles. ' As part of the assassment,

- >

husband and.wifo wers asked to indicate avreoment/dtsavreenent With the

* -

statement "Raising a child is more a mother's gob than a father'!s®. Lower

SES 3lack husband and wife (28 well as Jower SES white husba.'ld and wi fe)
NN . N N
tended to agrce with this statement. Howevar, higher SES spouses (»oth

-
’ -

m 1.

Slack and white) tended to disagrse, The Tentouten sbudy also asked the

children of his subjects to indicate whether rnovher, father, bo»‘m Tarents,

& . ;
or neither parent made most of the rules for the family. -Tenfiouten found

g P

.
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.rearipz in general, SOulll class differences were found to far outueigh

3L~

&

that vhen it comes-to na*ental control "about 3/h of the familie$ are

et

egelitarian, so that neither the father nor the mother exerts a dispro

portionate amount of control over the child's activities ... Among Blacks

[3

there are virtually no effects for the SES variables" (p. 1%5). Parsntal -
socialization and educational goals were also ascertained by questioning

children concerning their perceptions of parental attitudes and abilities,

Black mothers and Black fathers were both seen as pro&iding considerable

instrursntal help, suggesting of 'course, an egalitarian relationship,

1%15 study found lower-class and mlddle-class Black: fatbers ta be "support-

. ive and 1nstrumental in contributing to their’ chlldren's educationzal

{
achievement! and it found both lower-class. and 11ddle—class mourero also

to be supportive and instrumental, (more so than their white counterparts,
in fact). Thé difference betwz2en middle-class Black families and. lower-

class Black families was found to be more a matter of degree than kind,

H

Bliaék mothers vere nore powerful in the lower-class groun (although 3lack

fathers wers not seen as powerless) and Black mothers and fathers we

equally powerful in the higher SES group.
The Mack (1$71) research §imilarly;focusad on the husband/wife power

relationships jn Rlack 2nd white, middle-class and lower-class families.
N o €
E) . "

In this study 80 married couples, matched as to race and sdcial.clasg,

.

wiere asked who they felt was more P werful in their marriage and then

. » .

wers cbseryed resolving differences of opinion in a number of situations.

Vorking-class husbands were found to dominate resolution oP differences

H ‘ “
of opinion on the quessiionnaire, while middle-class husbands were mors
; - :

”

powerful in a ba ining task., Alihough Bluck middle-class hus § were

[}

found to have the least %o say in a discussion with their wives adoui child-

.

¥

thosze of race. ,
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_expactations and performances which were compatible with the values of the

of childrearing or personality develogment within the Black culture are of

-3 5~

[
.

4 third s»udy (Smith, 1972) which 11vesux0;ted the hu3b>nd/1aud

role in lower-class ufban Black families also did not suppo*‘ the nmatri-
archy myth. In tnis study the low-income fathers wWer re found to be actively

¥

fulfilling their own and their wives expectations as fathers. (and husbands) -

.lower-class Black community. ' ) ,

. . .
These husband/jwife, male/female role studies all reflect the coz-

plexities’in mother/father/child interactions within the Black family,

Table I suamarizes the studies discussed under Agsumption 2: the Black.

family provides a homogensous environment for child-rearing. ot inténded

to be exhaustive of the entire sociological/psychological literétu;e on

¢

the Black family, these twenty studies reflect the emphasis of most

«

]

research on Black families.,

s

%

The bulk of tbe investigations have involved urban, low incoze
families, - However, families have also besn studied that are rural, south-, .
ern, ong-parent and two-parent, working-class or middle—clasg. The findings
of these studies point to the variety of envifSnménts affecting Black

LY -
familfgé, whether urban or rural, waether north or south, and whether nuclear,

s

extended, or attenuated. These studies, although devoted primarily to-

poor Black families, provide evidence of the variety of styles of living

[
and the ‘great diversity in types of parent-chlld interaction, bohavio*

patterns that cennot be conceptualized in the ubigitous term, "cycle of

*

poverty".

411 of this suggests that unidimensional concepts of modal pattern% .

L
limited usefulness (if useful 2% all) in understanding the- dynamics of

interaction, even within a circuxsc \o=d Black conmunity that shares similar

environménpal circunstances. Mpny of these studies attest to the unten-




' _ . . =36~ . N

ability of the hypom esis postular,:mv an ho:no'«'enaous environment for . S e

®

childrearing within Bl.iuc families, even for fam.l1 es sharlnrr the sama

. B

economnic bracket or geographic area. Theyido suggest, however, the use-

fulress of an.ecological model in studying Black families.
s . . -/
Assuzmption 3: The Black family is {natriarchal

»

-

This assumption is actually a corollary to the “assumption cancern-
ing the universally poor environments of Black children which has been ' .
N . . . *
discussed above. However, the porvasiveness of this assvsnotion and itsﬁ

) b

potential influence on how rgsearch into perent-cm_ld relatlonahlps is * “
‘e b

1,’

concéived dlcta.tes further examination of the ‘issue, X -t -
We know, -of course, that female-headed families, where no male is
. h :
- . } ;1
resent, are by 'definitién matrifocal. However, according to the U. S,

‘C'ensuyB{e.au (1971;) bot;h husband and ﬁife are present in two-thirds of

all Black families. In Black families .below the poverty level, almost -
two-tm.rds (61;%) are headed by females, If father-absence is found r.rlostly

in low-incohe families, then, low—income families may be matrifocal.  In

the sociological/psychoiogical literat:ur\e -about the Black‘fa.mily, hovievery

the concept of ma.trifocality is usuaily called }natriarchyl and seexs to

~#Re inte rpreted to mean zema.le dominance., Thiss term seems to refer, in-

discriminately, to onz or both of two different situwations: (1) houszhold
composition, that is, absence of fzther, and/or (2) maternal : dET’Mf “&r
vhich is the assuned pover of the wii.'e/mothg;' wii:.hin the family. - Weisman
(19%3) has added parentzl employment, referring to the economic role of
the womn, as a third factor often incorporated within the concept of
matria.rcf‘ly. Because the Black wife/mother is more llkeTy' to be in the

labor force (in coatrast to the traditional white housswife who is erpected

to be at home) the Black family with a working wife may therafore te class~
'l

11

IMatriarchy is defined as "1, a soci ety; in which linﬁbe is establis ed.-
through the female’ lme, 2. any socizl unit under the rule of a woman"
. (Chaolm, 1568). S

-
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., ified by the researcher as matriarchal. |

Loynihan (1655) used the term, mitriarchy, to refer'to the mairi-’

foc';a.l1 families he studied. This is perhaps the beginning of the con-

fusion. IT Bl_a.‘c}: families were matriarchal as Moynihan (1955) and Frazier
(1948) (whose research and ’writings hzlped to form Moynihan's basic con- |
.- ceptualizations) claimed, th;an one would expect.to finci matriarchy to be
c.haracteristic of .Black families cross-=génerationally. This has not bée.n
found to bé true (Heiss, 1972; Kriesberg, 1970). . ’ .

Nor has ‘research which has examined §lack matriar;:hy in the ma.terna.l.
dominance sense of the temﬂfound support"i‘or the myth, as we have scen

(TenHouten, 1976; ¥ack, 1971; Smith, J .,~‘1972). Yancey (1972) has suamar-

ized this earlier research quite succinctly. He writes that the research of

miiddleton and Putney (1950) found no differences in family walues
N between blacks and whites. .Significantly their data were collected '
N in the South during the late 1950's; where one might expect a cul-.
. tural tradition stemming from slavery and reinforced by Jim Crow
. to be present. Blacd and Volfe (1950) report duta which suggest
" that white families were slightly patriarchel, waile Negro families
. were egalitarian, rather than matriarchal.- lyman and Reed (1959)
) Peport results from national samples indicating that there is little
di%ﬁerence between blacks and whites in the matrifocal character of
* family structures. Schulz (1949) 2leo questions the matriarchal
e image oR\Negro families. Based on an ethnographic study of ten
Negro families, some of which were 'headed! by females, Schulz
points out that men vho are rot tofficial! father or nugband par-
form family tasks ard roles of father and husband" (p. 894-895).

I

-

I-iatrifo'cality, Yancey suggests, is a matter of specific role or struc-
tural position, rather than a culiural tradition within Black families,

These investigations, togathe} with those reviewed in the preceeding ) »
sections (Bawarind, 1972; ¥ard, 1972; T%nt-wisle, 1972; Xuvlesky and Obordo)

1972) suggest that Black families, regardless of SZS, tend to be egz2lifar-

t

lx\.atrifocal, a berm first used by Smith (1954) means literally '"rother-
focused". Tanner (L$74) defines the term as referring to (1) kinshiv
svsters in whicn (a) the role of the mother is structurally, culturally,
and affectively. central, and (p) this multidimensional centrality is
legitimate; and (2) the socisties in which these features coexisti, where
(2) the relationship betwsan the sexes is relatively egalitarian and (b)
hoth women and men are important actors in the econoxmic and ritual
El{[lc spheres." (p. 131). 4? ' T .
D x - . .

S
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ian, not matriarchil. .levertheless, studies assuring a matriarchal 3lack

family persist.. A recent study by Weisman (1973) is an example, Zntitled,

£
.

"An Analysis of Female Dominance in Urban Black Families", the research
¥ >

assumed this maternal deminance in in e fa_-nlh.e., interviewed, a.nd aubseouent_.
/ - ’

3
ly found results "contrary to expectations'. Female clorr.:.rla.nc° was found

1%

t6 occur Drinclpally (and obviously) in The minority of i‘am:Lhes Where ‘the

father/husband was absent, ¥Noreover, even then no significant "negative‘

consequences” of female deminance on the behavior or attitudes of family

embers were found.

Similarly, in a recent study Geerkin and Gova: (1974) found no support
for their nypothesis that Black fa'rili‘.es' a.ra: more matrifocal than vhite
families. |

1f the mother were dominant in the Black family, (or in Black poor
faailies) , ons would expect children o be socialized inf;o.this role. TWO-

studies vhich investigated the marriage rolé expesctations of Black teen-

gers provide some information concerning the socialization of Black youths

v

x

within their families. FEommel's study (1971) investigated the conceptions

'.l- .

college and high school urmarried males attending Bla.ck sphools in the South

had concerning the male familizl role. Using choice or non-choice of male-

female role activities to classify male parental role conceptions as typical,

low~typical, or atypical, it was found t‘hat‘ the majority of these respon-
dents had low-typical concéptions of the male familial role, and that the’
strongest influence on his male role conception was the respondent's
father's familial role. Since the low-typiczl category referred to

assigrment of the traditionzlly male familial role responsibilities to

Lot fatners and mothers, it aprears that in this sample the majoriiy of

the respondents and their fathers are egalitarian in their view of xale/

s

‘ ) 4 3

-
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. Si::‘.itlarly when Rooks and Kinz §l973) adminigtered the Karriage Role
Expectation Inventory a.ﬁd a questionnaire to 12th grade Black boys and
girls to ascertain thei;r marria.g§ role expectations, they found that hoth
lower—class and middle-class adolescents in their sample expect:ed egal~—"
itarian marriage roles. Apiia.rent.ly, “‘neither lower—class Black youth nor
riddle-class Black youth in these studies were being so’cialized into pre~
ferring mati:'ia.:rc'chial family structure. % |

A recent study (Peters, D., 1975) of Black and white men and women
attending a no”tbern college found that the large majority of Black college
youth (both male and female) are egalitarian in’ ’g‘nelr a.ttn.tudes, tcward
nale/female family roles.

A1l of this supports the observation that there is not a cultural tra-
d1 tion of matriarchy, of maternal dominance within the Black® fa-"mily. How

then are Black females socialized? What a.re the fanilial mxluences with-—

in the Black fanmily? ¥hat are the ideal valuss and roles toward w._ch .

v
[

Black females are socialized, if not into a matriarchy?

A search of the literature in this area reveals its inadequacies.

The concentration of research on low—incon;a families who are‘ concerned
first of all with coping with poverty has resu]tted in na:;'row research with-
in a limited perspective (for example, Bigsti, 1973; Joneef 1973).

The matriarchal myth however is easily 1nvoked to explain the oe‘xavlor
of Black females. For example, two studies 1nv'=st1gn'bed the fear of
success .syndrome among young 5lacz wonen. Both studies (Vieston and
¥ednick; 1970; Puryear and YMednick, 1974) found that the Black college
vomen in their samples were less fearful of success than whive college -~

‘
women. This finding was consistent across gocial class lines and was

interpreted as supporting female dominance theories. A more acceplable
: .
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explanation, ho:aﬁer,’following the research discusaed here, is that
Rlack females are egalitarian in work role 6rient1tion.

The pervasiveness of the matriarchal myth has‘a selective effect
upon choice of alternative explanations of research data. Behaviors
different from the traditional male authoritarian role, when observed in
the Black family, are quickly defired as maternal dominance; The possibil;-
ity of egalitarian sex roles or a different seg role value system for males
and females within Black families not postulé&ed within a dominant/stb-

: ——
missive, either/or dichotomy is rarely coansidered. Dichotemization into

~ =

patriarchal/matriarchal or traditional/non~traditional, masculine/fexinine

categories (as for example, in Blosd and Wolfe, 1971) precludes adequate

v

conceptualization of equalitarian or egalitarian role behavior,
Evidence from many sources, as indicated here, point to egalitarian

Y .

husband/wife relationships and egalitarisn sex roles in mahy Black Tamiltes,
whether Lowersclass, working-class, or xddd}e-class. Not only ars-these
findings rarely emphasized, but research has p?ovided feﬁ answers to
such questions as how these relationships are maintaired, Nor do vie
understand how children are socialized in Black families into egélitarian
jideology when'éany influences in tre dominant culture project a traditioﬁ—
al, patriarchal ideology.- ~ _ _ .

In sunm, assumptions céncer;ing the métri?réhy of the Black farily,

P N
thaugh not supported by the 'teratufe, serve to limit the productivity
of research into so;ialization practices and ﬁatterns of interéction with-
ig the Black family in two ways: (1) the matriarchy isaue has becone a
o . -

red flag, attracting a disprogortionate amount of research devoted Lo
proving or disproving maternal dezinance theories, rather.thaﬁ a&vaécing

knowledge concerning male/female roles within Black families; and (2) the

9

matrFiarchy myth, implicit in seme Tesearch Gesign, forces interpretation

45
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of data within a framevork which assupes matern:l dominance, thus lizmit-

ing the usefulness of the research findings.

N

Assumption 4: Father absence has a negative effgct unon Black children

As in the case of the rqa.tria.rchy oyth, the literature on father ab-
sence in theé Black family reflects the way culture and popular beliefs
. ¢ .

~cam influence theories and hypotheses. _In‘ the first place, most people

" view father absence negatively. Secondly, it is commonly assumed that

the father is absent in most Black families and that thls helps to account
for dz.fferences :Ln behavior and devalo caent of Black ch:.ldren (x oyninan,
1955), ' If it is ‘oas:.c knowledze that father absence is hamfu_ to a
chn.ld's develoment th»n it becomes the job of social research to inves~
tlo’ate how 1t is harmful, not 1f it is harmful.

In a recent revie# of suudn.es of the personality develonnont of
?ather-absent boys, Biller (1971) one of tbe nost prolific researchers
into *the effecis of father absence, concluded that studies seem to show
th:-;t the ;ﬂ.other-so;l relationship has an influéhcé on the personality
development of the father-sbsent child and that the "mother-son relation-
ship can have either a\positive or.‘a negative effect on the father-absent
boy'!s sex-role and personality development” (p. 313) The use of the
terms, "positive" and "negative", implies an a.ssumed, though msﬁecii’ied,
st,smdard. Biller.is evsluaun.nv the peroonaln.ty of father—abseni boys
in ‘terms. of hOn closely a father—-absent boy's personalltJ is similer to ;:,he
personality of a father-present boy. Building on the belief that 'father
absence is haraful, two assumptions are made: (i) the norm for the parson-
alié.y of middle-class ooys from two-parent families is tne ideal for all
boys, and (2) the norn for the personality of boys from a father-itsent

]
fznily should e the save as for the boy whose father is present.

46
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assupption that traditional middle-class personality characteristics on

~ s

Socialization theory that accomnodates differences in environment
A ]

would postulate that growing up in 2 two-parent family would provide an
environment different iron thg.t of a one-—pa.r.en;b household and 1-;0&13 in—
fluence c‘nq‘.ldre;n' in aifi‘er.ing ways. The unarticulated e;cpectation in’

Billert!s research, however, is that a child in a ,one-—paren‘t family should

be similar to a child in a two-parent family. . There is an implicit .
a rmasculinity-femininity continuum represents consistent monolithic

cultural ideal personality traits for all males and females. Deviations

for the cultural sterotypss would be devalued (for example, males with

»

artistic temperamsnis or aggressive females). In this perspective 'non-

- masquline traits" in ooys (according to white sex norms) are interpreted

&

as "negative" effect of father absence.

t\ second p;'oblem is caused by the association of father absence, not
with mother presence (matrifocality), but with maternal domie.}*l_c_'gxe (ratri-
archy). This too, as we have seen, is popularly balieved to be "bad®
for children, an assuaption vhich similarly contaminates re§earc§x prodo-~
s'itions. Summarizing some of the father-absence reéearciz, éiiler (1971)
writes, "There is considerable evidence that the boy"s mas culine develop-
ment is impzded in the maternally dominated, father presen®t home." Then
the author adds, YA striking e‘xa:.lple of nm.t.ern%.l doaination occurs in
matriarcnal families which ;.I‘e very comaon in lover-socio-economic neigh—e

. - : [ . .
bornoods" (p. 227). Is 3Biller referring to the i‘abher—a.bsént': low~incozie
familieé in pc_?or ghettoes oxr does this statement refer to the maternally
doninated father-present hoxe mentj.oned in the first c;uestion? Billsr's
resgarch confuses situalicn2l maternal dominance due to father ét;sa'nce with

functional maternal dozinance in a husband-wife relationshigp. ‘

. - 47
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Still 2 third problem in assessing the influence of Tfather absence

on Black childrem as revealed in socizl/psychological studies is that" >

s

tha2 research on f)at’.her absente has focused almost exclusively on t'n; lower-
class Black fanily (Biller, 1971; King 1945; Kreisberg, 1970) 's-:it‘n the
concern typically limited to the male child (Biller, 19483 1971). Yet
Heiss (1972) found that 11: was the middle-—claSS’.child, not the lower-class

child who was more adversely affected by father absence. The loss of father

.had a greater impact on the functioning of the middle~class family than !

of the lower—class f&riiy. - . A - -

_Moreover, it may not be corract to assume that the absent father is

permanently absent or that a child whose father deserts will grow up in

a fatherless home. 'Kréisberg (1970) found father-absence: often to be a

LA

. temporary status in a lower-class child's life, the périod of time between
7

mother's "husbands". In addition, as seen in the families descrided by
Schulz (19%9) and. Liebow (1955), Black lower—class boys 1iv.ing in a f;,thar-—
absent homs often remain in some contact with their® rezl ‘fathér.

Finally, "it is difficult tq determine the influence oi“ fatker absence -
in the husbandless Black fanily from research as reported in the literature
because of the frequent confounding of racial identity (Harnagel, 1970),
social class and sex influences (3iller,.1971; 'f'(ing, 1945) .

With these caveats, let us 1ok at father absence research specific~
ally: in terms of the areas of popular concern: effect on academic achieve-.
ment, on children's agsression, ar;.d on the sociali%a.tion of the BIack'(éhild
into spproprizte seX role behavior.
Father absence and scadenic achievement

. - ’

: ~ 0 - AR i V
l.ost people, rezardless of the circumstances, assure tiat broken homes

with no father present are potential, if not ‘actual sources of social,

enotipnal, or academic m2ladjusiment. How accurate are these clairs?

A

w4
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Is father absence especially degeging to Black children? Consideratle
‘ 1] , .
attention has been diracted to the comnection between father absence. and

. .. vs ‘ .
poor academic achidvenent, Because one-parent families are rore likely
*to have a low income and to bz Black (I-{oynihan, 1955) and~ because poor
» ) ,
Black children's aca.de.ua.c achleVement is mdeed lover t.ha.n the a.verage

Py , 2
mhlte child!'s (DeutSﬂh, 1972), 1t. has aopa.rently see'ned loglca.l to assume

that fath erlessnasg lessened school achievement a.nd aspirations, Kopf '
(1970), h;wever, found few differences in a comparison of 8§h grade father— :
\a.bsent/father prgsent boys and concluded that many father a‘.?s ent boys |
suffer ‘no ill effects. Tr.-'asse‘rman (1972) raﬁc;rted that for the Black boys
bftv;een aées 10 ~ 16 in his saample the prese_nce or absence of .;‘.‘a.ther
failed to discriminate between boys who do better and toys who do poorly
in school. Nor has the assumption concerning lower aso:_ra+1o'13 of crlld-_
ren in Black -families been supported by research, Kandel (J.97l) fo
example, found tI;at Black mothers and their children have high educational
aspirations whether the father was absent from the home: or ‘mot, - and

Kriesberg (1970) found that husbandless mothsrs who were employed were

tr;e most ambitious for-their children,

0
hd A

Father absence and aggression

Father-absent children are also r:onula.rly thought to lack self-dis~
1
cipline, to be more aggressive. Here again the h’.tera.ture has not supgort-
ed common beliefs. Two recent studies of the expression of aggresgion

in young B2lack children supported tne findings of the classic Lynn axd

Savrey (1959) research on the children of Norviegian sailors,‘which found

father absent boys (but not girls) to be less aggres ive th..n xau} v

present boys., Ore study (Keller and Yur my, 1973) found no difference

bet‘xeen fﬂt...,r-ab.,ent. and father—present Black préschodl boys., ibraison N

¥
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‘of a father. Similarly, in a gjudy (Rosen, 1959) oi‘ Black male

N
N

[ .
sibling or another adult ..n the nousehold, not the presence okbs«»nna

Ao
N

quency and father-absence, the presence or absence pf a father was no
found to be related to delinquent behavior. This study did indicate, \ .

interes thly, tha.t in households wihere the father: 1s absent, the “delin \

o H

‘quent male is less likely to engage in violent behavior if there is 2

W
"strong" female present and that the oldest male child is less likely

I4
-

tha.n his younger siblings to become deh.nquent This clearly mdlcat°s

» ha

tha.t other influences, such as competence of mother or chn.ld's role in

the family must be considered along with father-absence vhen assessing

S

the effects of the absent father, Tt
. \ " .
Father absenca and the male role

concerned with masculine identification in young boys.

¥

Perhaps the most compelling theme in zf.‘a,j:hei~ absence research is p

Are Black males socialized inadequately -in father-absent Ble}.ck

familie3? Two recent studies investigated maseulinity in Black boys

Bardaines (1972) found that Black father-abs ent boys and Black father~ -

present boys both fell in the masculine end “of the continuum on the Srown

It Scale. Aldous (1972) found that both father—absent and fathér-present

boys were knowledgeshle about traditional adult family role assignments,
’ x ) .

Are Black malés who grew,up in father~zbsent } §mes less llke J' to
maintain a stable marriage themselves? Weisman (x973) found, as did k

83 (1972) and i’fiesoarg (197C) that marital instability is not Hecess-

ari;l.yg_'bransmt ed cross-generati onally. Growing up in a home without the

K -~

presence of a father doss not make a2 son or daud}‘ter more vulnerable to
. - . . v * - 3 . ! A ‘I‘-

maritzl interruption in ms/her own marriage. Helss concluiled, “ihe trans—

rission of instability ddeal is not the key to the high rates of marital

instaSility among blacks" (p. 90). Nwrley (1972) suggests that the lack

: 00
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of difference in the influence of father absence or father presence in
Black working class males is due to "society in general and peer group3

in particular" wnich may compensate for father absence, thus'counteracting

any deleterious effects. 4 different explanation is offerred by Waltérs and

-

Stinnett (1971) who point out in a summary of research in parerit—child rela-

-

:tionshi‘psa, that the x,evideﬁce doss not seem to support the explanation of

~

rasculine identification in male youth in
terms of father-son relationship, Identification with the male
“ role is not just the result of a child's interaction with his -
father, but is very importantly related to the manner in which
his mother relates to the child and to her husband, Also, sib-
lings and other male figures play important roles in influencing
the'masculine identification of. male children." (p. 102).

It is questionadle, too, if the self-concept of a child suffers
tecause of 1ivi‘ngn in a broken home. McAdoo (1970) in a study of :bhe self-(

“ concept of Black preschool children), found no significant differences in

7
\

" the self-concept of children from father-absent compareéd ‘to children of

father—present homes., Kriesberg!s (1970) report of father—absent families

\ in Syracuse, New York, did not find more deviancy or pathology among the

\children in the low-income Black families he studied.

\

All of this suggests that in. the minority of familieswhere the father

is absen:t, hypotheses based on assumptions as to the negative influence
* . .
of father szbsence may be misleading, The simple assumption that "father

absence is harmful" reveals little information concerning the dynamies

within single pirent households within Black lower-class or middle-class

‘families. \ . ’ . .
. As the Heiss (1972) research indicates (2s well as the studies of

Zriesberg, 1970; Liebow, 1956; Rosen, 1959; Randel, 1971; Abramson, 1973;

Rurley, 19’/2), there are pany factors wvhich influence the developzent of

L

2 cnild in the father-absent home. Questions as to tne sex of the child,

<=

the ase of the child ab tae tline of the

>
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or other important mele figures (peers, sibiings), the financial sfatus

. A -

of tre family, the mother’s education, and the child-mother relationships
’

are seen to be the important influences in the father—absent home, How-

v

ever, society's general disapproval of i:',he st"erotypic’ conception of maternal -
dominance seems to umx.'l.y influence research ph_fat})e"r-g.b‘sgnt families,
‘ a.l'though the pervasive influsnce of poverty and its impact -on the family
mz2y be the most :’mpértant influence on the li:fe st;/les of a .father-;absent
family. From this perspective, the loss of income_due' t? father absence.
does indeed have a negative effect upon poo'r Black families. Other

»

negative effects are seen to be a matter of defi ition.

s are relatsed to

»

. s . o \ _
Assumption 5: The child-rearing practices ol Bla.c'.-c parent

" the academic achiewvement of Black chi}dren . ' p

2 ' %

: . .
Yuch of the research on Black children has developed out of concerns,
AN

: . s . in T.0. and
of educ-tors and others regarding (l)\ ooogr\ed dhf’erences‘ln.I Q. and

. scademic achievenments of Black and white children and (2) reports suggest-
) L
ment of children

ing schools make very little impact on the I.Q. or achieve

-

when homs background factors are controlled.

As the Cdleman Report showed, Socio-econaysic variables, .suct}. as income,
. ) )
they correlate positively

kd . _ ‘

education; and occupation are interrelated and

° : z > e
‘uith academic achievemeat end I.Q. (Coleman, et al, 195%). Demonstration

of the relationships between SES and cognitive ability does nob, hovever,.

explain what nappens in one child's experience that, results in his superior
Y ~
As Blooz (1954) concluded, -

LY

(or inferior) psrformance on acadenic tasks.

) » ~ ° ° - L) =3 “o ¥ 'o )
vit is what parents do in the home rather thad their status characier istics

. . . - '. s . 9"—‘
which sre powerful determiners in the nome emlrorpe!jt ..." (op.-124-125),
vivd & e )8 : %

L s o . e e S
Snipman (1673) similarly observed bthat it is important to make "the dis

*

- 02 ~ "
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t“‘“lcti,on% ebween vhat parents a ( .g. ethnic membership; occupa.t.ion‘a.l-
N A . . e
. gducational level) and what they do (e.g. =r,y es Qf interaction wn.th the”

child, asplr— 2tions cormunicated to nim)® (p. 58) .

>

U R A mumber .of resea.rchers tner.efore have tur'xed their attention’ to
. ’ 3

tbe dynanics of knarent—c ld J_nteraction as it affects the child's cogni-

[ tive devélopment. ‘The focus 13 not so much on 1d9\1t1fy1ng differences

- (or smllarltles) betwe°n pare'xts as’‘on 1dent1fy:.ng the behavior patte s'n .
' rooo 0 .

' of indivj.dual parent-—--cnlld relatzonshlps.‘ For examole, a naturallst:.c

-

observauon stday of children of dlfzerent sociv econcmic ba.ckgrour.d focus~

~ ed on the mother's role as 1t influences a chlld'S experience. w1th3.n the -
. g .
~ hore environment (White ani Vatts, 1973). This research ha}s begun "to oot

unwrap the paclgag@d variables", to use mniti;ug's terminology; tha.t, is, 1&.1'1.63,\w
L various behaviors and str\teglea between mothers and children that charac-
terize a varticular i‘ami7="s enviroment are being described and analyszed.

3

' So“te of this research has focused on parent-child 1nterar~t3.ons within

-

the Black family. The research of Bermbtein (1970) on d:.fferences in parent-

toal language, of Kldus'and Gray (1958) on reinforcement patterns of varents, .,

‘of Hess and Shipman (1955) on pérental teaching styles, and of dthers

Y w

(Pavenstedt, 1945; Radin, 1965; Kamii and Radin, 1967; Brophy, -1970) found

Black lower—class nothers to differ from middle-clzss z:\xo‘bhers in the behavior-

-

al variables 'oeing observed,

N

)

PR

Althoublﬂ studles co:zt:.pue to correlate var:.ous social class background

N

(£amily Stltho) va.rlables such as father absence, motker's education, or
' faril 1y income with academic a.ChleV zent (Halpern, 1959; Birns and Golden, 1972;
Loo*‘e, 1972: Gorqon, 1972 Solo*':)n 8t al, 1972 .more interdesting recent

research on 3lack .La,o. 5 foll ow:mv the work of Hess and Shipman (1945)

and wothers, has irwestigated» family.process variables, such as wmother's.

style of ?.ea...m ng or child's manditw strategies, and their correlations
‘ RS X . )




' o - 9~

N '.fith‘acads;:ﬂic achievenent (Holzm:m, 1974 Sam‘ounsky, 1973; Lirdkerg, 1973;
larke-Ster sart, 1973, Busse and 3usse, 1972; Shipman, 1973; Scott and

Smith, 1972), ‘ Y - T
In a study (Scott and,Smith, 1972) whick investigated both family

: status variables and fam.]y process Va.rJ.a.bles as obtained fron anecedotal

L3 N
.

records of Home Start v.s:x.ts th° foanmily p::ocess varla.bles (but not the .

fanily status variables. oi‘ I. G. or education of the mother) were found

’

to correlate with the cognitive development of the low-income children.

e

Q,SL..JJ.J‘" studies have heln=>d o J.llum.naus ho.»: momer—c hild :‘untera.ctioqs .
AN

differ Blac:c famllles. \For exa:nnl Brophy (1970) fouad that the

‘ . . " N

middle~class, Black mothers in hJ.s sample when teaching their four-year- J-

¥
®

" olds a new task would spend tie orientating the child as to.the naturs .
' of the task by focusing the child!s attention pnto the salient feature3 or
I
by providing pre-résponse instructions, Many of the other mothers, who

(>4

were working=class or lo.#er-—cZLa.ss mothers, tended to provide a quick degon- -
stre.tj.on for the child to show hm/‘wer vhat to do, and then settled into

. |  a pattern of allowing the child to respond first and peacnn_ng :ndlreculy B

tirough Ycorrective fesddack". The fomer technique.was viewed as more

[y
-

effective for socialization purposes since it was used: by mothers whose

, chilidren were hizher acader. ¢ achlevers. . : . .

This naturalistic odservation research which examines relationships

, > 3 . . v o
between parental behavior and the academd achievement of their children

is bezinaing to provn.de data concerning specific behavior patterns which

seen to be consis uenuly gssociated with academic ach:.e"nn.ont in Bla

Some of the gualities wh%ch seen Lo be associated siith achieve-
. \

£ in 2lack children, 25 reported by the studies revicwed here are

ERIC - ‘ . o
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r
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o Mother is more directive concerning the childNs acadenic behavior
(Slaugrter, 1970; Bropay, 1570).

°© Jother is more restrictive as to friends and toys and nore coicerned
zbout the child's immediate envnonme'ltal experiences (Sla.wﬂ:er, 1970),

°© JMother is, controlling of child's behavior in a generally positive
" (as opposed to negative and punitive) way (Wyatt, 1973; Shipzan,
19733 Brophy, 1970;, Clarke-Stevart, 1973).  ~

° Father/mother encourages verbal interaction (Busse and Busse, 1972;
Swn)and Stavros, 1973; Shipmen, 1973} Brophy, 19703, Clarke-Stewart,
1973). )

°© Fathep/mother encourages autonony (BuSSe and Busse, 1972; Svan and
Statros, 1973).

»

-

° xiother is employed full time (Mloods, 1972)

° lother is warm (Shipman, 1973; ClarAe—Stewart R 1973) ",

° Yother is optm:.stn.c about future (Shipman, 1973 ; Swan and, Stavros, 1973).

© lMother's feelmgs of safety, comp etence, and less stressful life

vaw

are apparent (Shivman, 19733 wa.n and Stavroes, 1973; Uyatt, 19 /3)
° mouher is :anolvoa in comm unlty (Shipaan, ‘1973).
° lMother is stimwlating and responsive (Clnme-—Stewart 1973)
The most striking featurs in thre ‘above list is that mos’c of these studies
report mother-child relationships exclusively. This OVerlooks , not only
the influence of the father in the Black family, which has been shown -0
ke significunt (Busse and Busse, 1972), but also the influence of grand-
parents, siblings, and for the older child, the peer group, which 2lso
nay affect the ¢hild!s cognitive abilities (Shipman, 1973).
The childrearing p"actn ces of Black parents appear to be re}g.ted to
the aca.cier.*.ihc achievement of Black children, but the factors associzted with
academic achisvement in the low-inceme Black family are not necesszarily the ’

same as in other families, As Shipnan (1973) obzerved, low-income 3lack

amilies are not an honogeneous group and "the level of stimulation and

iy

support offered" in the home covers 2 vmuch greaber range” than might be

expectad (p. 99).
o
a4

—
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ed .‘a:seife (p. 23) found thatv Black famlllee , which would ordinarily te . j
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Parents are resgonsive to the total environnantal forces. XNothers

,
behavior may dey..d o.;m such faictors as how optimistie mothers feel about
crances of **provn.u their lives (éhe_ more optimistic, the more pressure
for achisvement on tke part of their ehildr'e‘n, and the better the psriorm—
§

_ance of the ‘child). };Ch safe the mother feels her cozmunity to be and her
avtitude toward mvolv<>'ne1t in community affairs were found to be reflected
in l.,t‘ne mother-child interaction pattern (Shipnan, 1973). These_'ara all o
related to academic achievement, as we have seen,

ther parental behaviors, however, wers found not to correlate with‘

»

scademic achieverent. The question that is not addressed in this bedy of

\.»

research concerns the functions of the more restrictive, less responsive,

more punitives bshavior of soxe Black lowsr-class motq,rs. Alt hou;,.- these

behaviors correlated negatively with children's cognitive development (as
' s
debtermined by their performance on tes ts that have been standardized on

-
.

children of the dominant culture) these behaviors could also be ‘interpreted

2s purpo:.elu,. and may have positive effects in other, non-academic areas.
[4

For example, Baumrind (1972) in.a study of Black and wnite pare nts mention-

viewed as authoritarian zccordirg to white norms,-produced the most self~-

assartive and inderendent gir ls - Qquite unlike girls in authoritarian white

amilies. Similarly, children in Black families vhere t e mothers were employ-—

L)

ed full—time have been found to have the best school and socizal adjustment

and to be the most seli-reliant (oods, 1972). .

17 childrearing practices of Black parents are related to the academic
a"'r*.immrnent' of Black shildren, it is important to know what Spoc fic
cragtices effectively stimu late children toward high academic achievement’,
ver, all parentixl tchaviors need not be devoted toward developing hig{h

- . N
scadanic achievemenc if families nelieve that other attridbubes are alsg
1 »

06 /TN
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important. e do not know which combinatiodnbf.‘f\fac»ors will best assure
- r
. AN 1} :

Future success for the Black ghetto child. It ‘na§'\r'xot beent demonstrated
that academic achievement is a cert2in road to success for any child,

o

v o

(8ane and Jencks, 1972). ‘

«

Assumption %: Self-concevt of Black children is dependent upon parental

$tabilitvy and economic stavus.

2

Studies of self-concept have long been an important part of modern

LIN

[ N
psychological and sociological research,. and in recent years an inpress—

jve number of studies have been concerned with thé self-concevt of Black

vsople. The quastion is asked "How tan Black parents rear their children

to have a positive self-concept or high. self;?s’{:eem?“ The assumptions
underlying this question is that tne Black low-income family, whether living®
in a segregated‘ urban sluz or an integrated suburban comun_i‘c.'y-, Yapust!
transmii negative images to its children (since institutional racisa

sosits Blacks as inferior). ROSen‘oelrg and Sirmons (1571) sbserved that,

B AN
"one assumption generalily accepted virtually as an article of faith in

the popular and scientific literature is that blacks are more likely to
have lower self-esteem than ere whibes" (p. 1). The fact is, however, as

Roserberg and Simmons (L971) poi_ﬁted out, after summarizing the research
) R .

of the sixties on the self-esteem of Blacks and vhites, the research

1 N

literature does not support the general \conclusion that the self-esiecem

of Blacks iz lower than the selii-ssizén of whites.

The real quesiion, then, is how do Black parents rear their children

. ~ .
to have 2 positive self-concept? Ye are interested in learning how the

family influences the seli-esthen of children and hou children respond

to various environmentzl influences. Particularly, ws would like to know

-

stability (father absence) and economic sbauus

[

now (cr if) parenta

G
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(povert;:) - when these situations exist in a family - affect a child's

seli-concept. Unfortunately, however, most studies of the self-concept
: : )

LS

> I

of children do-not provide this inio *'*natlon.

Of the 21 studies deseribed in Table'II, only o involved parents
(.uotkera) and only one (filler, T., 1972) assessed a relationship between
parent and child. Most studies report what children are like, what the j

say, how they feel, and how c‘uldren compare Wi th each other. The parent~
child interaction is rarely determined. Xoreover, these studies, although
interesting, can nov be legitimately compared, since the foci, measuring
instrunents, populations studied, and reaearch designs va.ry considerably.

’E‘enta.tive observations can be mace, gowever, concerning the issues of

Tamily s-..ablh ty and economc status. i :
3

Low self-concept is not consistently associated with either poverty
3
or family instability. On the contrary, in almost every study? lower-

o

income children tended.to have higher self-concepts than :their higher-

Y .

income peers. In addition,Rosenberg and Simmons (1971) reported frem
their study that Ymemoership in a se eparated or never-married family appeaz:s
to do vlruua]ly no damage to the self—nsteem" (p. 77). %hen Black, children
and white children were compared (vas in 12 of the studies), white chlldren
(even vhen middle-class and suburban) were generally found to ‘have lower
self-—cowcepts than Blac< children, ‘The nost imporitant exception to this

is the Porter (19'71) s+udy u‘uch found white children hlo'ber in self-esteem
than 3lack c‘nildren?; Trese findings, though limited, are fairly comsistent

, i

in indicating that the important Vinfl,uences in a Black child's life tend
+to be the fa::\ily—child snteractions (family processes), rather than family

v

ow;‘ characberistics (family status), such 2s pareatal stability

€y

LI
n 4
,.C'\__>
,

or econoiic stitus, as suggesied in this hypothesis.
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Discussion and Sunmary

v

In this paper I have discussed rece '1t research on parent-child rela-

\

tionships in Black families, organized around a framework of su deneral

. assuuptions that seem to be expllcltJ.y mvolved Vinen hjpobhesc.s ars nade
concerning socialization patterns within ¢ the Black famly These a.ssumptlors

were not intended to be mubtually exc;Lusive ; they are, in fact, interrelated

and merely provide a series of foci on one aspect, one perspective of coiplex,

interacting, everchanging Black families.

\ » .

. - L
It is inportant to understand the forces involved as Black children
o . N ! ’ ’
grow vo in their complex world, as ve must understand the develorment of

a1l children. Social scientists, whether invélved in the production of

1 4

ressarch on the child and family or whether tney are conserned with the )

formulation of goveinment policy and programs de51gned to improve cbild

.
e .

and family life need and want to know the process as well 2s the eifects )
of subcultural socialization, so that, 2s Hoffman (1974 ) has written,
‘ toredictions and action implications are neaningful in the face of a

.

changing society" (p. 225). ~

' The Yiterature that has been reviewed here h5'i:5 touched on various
aspects of the influences in the Black cn.ld's develop:r.ent the child,
the family, the subculture, and the Jarger society 'in which Black children
live. It supports, it ssems to m2, 2 theory wiich COHC“IV"S the child
as active in his/her ovn socialization process. Thn.s theory, as discussed
in the introducticn (see P 11) accounts for parental mediation of family-—
suocultural-societal inZlusnces, on the one hand, ahd the child and his
behaviocal responses on the other, which in turn help\\ to determine varental
cnildrearing behaviors and attitudes. \

L}
Xeceptance of this cnild-fanily-culture-sociely int-<~action ncdel
T

!
1

§
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clearly indicates tne kind of pSyc‘nological/so::'lological research that can

-

ve relevant to Black families. Basic reccgnition and understanding of the

cozplexity of the research problen vhen studying Black poor families can.
a N

ve seen in ths increasing use of the ecological research model involving
’ 0 . \ 0 .. B - . - ) . . - )
naturalistic ob%ervat:xonal techniques to investigate family behavior within |

‘ 1 . . :
L A ¥ ° ‘ -
its normal everyday environment., Two examples of well-conceived research

5
N [ .

in two different areas will be described here in order to illustrate more \

promising research directions. The selection of these two research studies

-

do=s nob indicate that these particular investigations are without method-

ological weaknssses or that they are the.best studies in their fields,

~—~ They are, however, interestin innovative, careful in detail, and seem
’ 2 2 > > ¢4
&

mobivated to find out rather than to support or defend some unarticulated

beliefs.

Tre Schogzen and Schoggen (1971) study, entitled “Environmental

cO
. . Torszes in the Home Lives of Three-Year-Old Children in Three Population

Stubgrougs", was designed to obtain data concerning the actuz2l life ex-
. . periences of three-year—olds. Aciive environmental inputs were recorded,

relationships explored, ard the data were compared with popular assuaptions

. - 03 “ 03 . -
concerning the social environzment of low-income children and with findings

»

from relévant childrearing research literature.

The cuoﬁ'xt.rolled sample of 24 children, twelve females and twelve males,
w2S as follows": eigh‘t were from loz-.'—ir;co.-'ue, low education; rural homes; ' S
S N
eight were from low-income, low education, urban homes, and eight were from
:niddle—i'ncome , high education, urban heres. The iwo urban groups nad an
. .

v

equal muaber of Black and white children.

- Py

111 of the low-inccome children wers ‘below the Head Start maximuz
incoaz allowance and a2ll of the smiddle~income children's fathers had completed

11pz¢ and held high staius positions, In addition, most of the children

COLLE

&
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were matched across groups as to fazily size and ordinal position. 211

o

of t}*e ;a'an.lx.es exceot one, were two-parent families, but the report does
not indicate whether or nos any of the mouhers vere in the labor force.s

Allvobservations in this sbudy were conducted in the family's home
\ “
at times when tne mother would be e.co='cted to be present. Hov.ever, observers

would visit at d:.fferent times of the day in order to obtaln a samph.ng

of the child!s-various activities, -including family meal tlme. Observers s

i

moreover, were jcareful to make Several adaptation visits before beginning

the actual recording of the observation in a family.. Both Black and \»hl‘te
ooservers were used, wn.t‘n Black observers *n.sn.umg the 1o,~-1ncoma Black
nomes and white observers visiting the low-income white homes. In the
zmiddle-income families, t;oth Black and whitc observers vere used in both

racial situations. At Jeast eight observational protocols were ‘obtained .

for each fam‘.ly. ’ ) : .

Observers, all female, vere tra." ned and checked for observer rell-

abilit;,r. They made verbal record:.no's using 2 shielded microphone and a

small battery-povered tape recorder. In addition, logs were kept. In all,

| 4

198 spacimen records vers developed, covering 5,477 minutes of observations

representing a mountain of materizl. Coding techniques wexe developed for

analyzing the data, utilizing a basic unit termed the Environmental Force

Unit, or EFU. Tnis was defined as "eny action by 2 social agent in the.
>

- ‘ - ‘ - : 2 \ L4 S y 3 3 a
child's environment which (1) occurs. viS-a-vis the child, (2) is directed
r

¥y

toward an end-state or gg:.EL specified or implied for the child, 2nd (3) is

ek,
K

recognized as such by the child" (. 12). :

Inter-observer coding raliability was {stablished and each of the

FU's wbre codsd according +o0 2 set of desceripiive

ks

8,399 interacts or

-

srizbles eéspeclally devised for handling these data. Using several
copubtar programs, these data were analyzed.

One¢ purpsse of this study was to create a library of specimen docu- .

64 .
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* (8 \ -
menkary records which would then oe available for other researchers,

particularly for pilot studies, An entire set of records was filed at
- \ -

v

the University of Kansas ¥Vidwest Field Station. Finally, the study report:—
ed its results as they épplied td hypotheses. derived from popular assump-—

tions 2bout "culturally deprived" children and in terms of theories in
the childrearing research literature.

Interestingly, some of the findings of. this research did not necessar—

L] ©

ily support popular sugzestions about children from low-income homes. The

v

(=1=h

>

authors wrote .

. A

"Evidence from this enalysis failed to.support thé suggestion of

Gray, et al, that children in low-incowe homes receive less input
¢ from the environzmeni. Fowever, other suggestions of Gray, et 3l,

were supported by data in the present analysis. The' children in

the leu—incoze homes did receive less verbal input, more inhibit-

ing behavior and less input directed toward specific behavior of

‘the subject" (p. 82). \

2

2 > » > A\. -
The results also differed somewhat from theoretical conceptualiza-—

tions. The warmbh-hostility dimension in parent-child interaction and
. co, : \

the aggressive acis category werve se2n to be less meaningful since tlre
mjority of ‘child-parent, actions were neutral and few aggressions toward
mother wére observed,

This study was .re:corted here in detail, not so much for the findings

concerning three-year-olds, although they are infommative, but because of
: ’ l
(1) the gocd methodology and careful conirols, (2) testing of assumptions

\
\

and of thedretical constructs, and (3) the availability and usefuiness off

the data, N

The second study to be reported lere, Delores ¥ack!s 1970 investigatior

~

snd-Mife Fower Relationship in Black Families and White Families'

J

of "The Husd

is offerad as an example of a Black/white comparative study that is better \

2.

.« 3 3 ¢ LA * N ' ‘.
designed than most. Bighiy mzrried couples were placed into four matche

rroups: Black middle-class, white middle~class, Black working-class, and

.65 / R
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white worizing~class, Social class was determined from educa.tlon anl .

ot

occupation, omitting the usual income criteria in recognition of the fact
. :

that white families with cpapavable education usually have a higher income,

s Each couple was given five d{ifferent experimental-tasks, Two were

" A “y " « . .

. descriptive tasks, three were interactional tasks. Zach husband and
P B ’ Mt

" wife pair discussed two queStions, one involved politics (a maié-o,rien’t‘.ed‘
topic), the other involved childréaring (a femle,-—oriented topic). Mack
\ reported that most of t‘ne‘ couples, when discﬁssing thesg,-ciuestions , divided \ '
the talking equally, accordmg to his/ner area .of corrpeuer'cy. / |
. In thre mte*'acuo*lal task, uhe couples flrs-, responded mdlndually .
to a quest::.onna:.re concerning his/ner percepvlon of their vswal deczslon—-
making. Then they re::;ponded Jointly to the questiornaire and wers ocoserved . .

. \

“  as they reconciled any differences of opm:.on. The final task involved

54

bargaining in a bvoounat cal market situation. Mack reported that the

four groups wers similar 3n their decision-—making, with the vife being

lightly more pouerful in most couples. . However, the sources of power

11

. : - L .
ir the husband—wife relationships were seen to differ betwean the Black
* and vhite couples.
in this research the varied 2ctivities in the experimental situation

provided some opgortunity for the pover relationship between husbands

and wives to be assessed under differing circumstances. In addition, the . *
.,r'uctural task situation provided 2 consistent format in which to assess
behaviors, ' . .

N ' > > > » -
' Although the design provided no opportunity to determine if behavior

seen in the test situation was consistent with tehavior wder normal

ircunstances and althouzt. there was no control for age of spouses, for '

aze diffe *e“\b*nl" between spouses, Lfor ordinal position in family of

, Q . G G ! ' . .

/

-

orisntation, or for other variloles (besides class and rate) which might
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‘e impoxtany, this study neve ertheless moves Qeycnd the assessment of family
A ) \

status wvariadles to becln to examine family process variables,

.

The kack study and the research of the Schoggens share a ccmmon focus,

A}

~ *

. Both inwvestizate fazily interaction and attempt to observe and interpret

a
)

the behnvlors and strateﬁles of Black famllles within the frameuwork in -

vhich they occur. This kind of non-psjorative perspective is necessary

if we dre to understand the dynamics of Black fanilies, living in a

¢ susculture within a larger culture.

4 * i

Froa research to program

’

Acceptance of a child-famiiy-culture-soclety interaction research

's

medel, howavér, can lead to questioning of the assumptions upon which

soze. of the newer approaches to early childnood education (such as, Parent
N i ) ]
and Child Centers; Home Start) are based, These Federally funded educa-
. 1

. < 3
are designed to "upgrads" the compztencies of nll tha poor,

ct
P
X
SI
'—J
'
3
o
o
3
i
(0]

especially the Q}ack poo‘. ¥inority parents are encourag ed to par cipate

AN

p) . ’
in socialization practices imposed on‘them by outsiders, albeit benignly
(T. Gordon, 195G; Xarnes, 1558; Levenstein; 1959). The concern here is

not so wuch with the process as with ithe value dud"*aents of those rmaking
4y : ) . .
: the Gecision as to which behaviors are desirable for children (and their

\

parents) and which are rob. . "

-

Well-meening parent-training programs, while perhaps appropriate for

o

L

. . . . ' .

persons operating within thelr own culiure, represent a neéw nodel of
1

culture transmission. Procedires are developed for alf ering benhaviors

r no parc in detemaining the diregtion or goals

o
LB
go]
(]
()
‘s
[0
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o
o
b
<
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for their own children as preswsed by these prograus. The policy inté{-

vention model bypasses the constrainbs and inputs of important natural

. 'S/ .
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is, the influences of

3 - * > ) -
intervening buffers belween society and child, that

the subculture and the family. The policy interventlon mod el is represent-

. &. .
ed as follows: p

. ) . . F S
Policy Intervention Model '

- ; Society
1Y - | ¥
Subculture o A _ :
DV Social
- Family . ' Science
. AV ) y
A Parent ‘ ‘ ’

\V4

1)

‘ The philosophies and values of social science of the larger society

+ - L}

o9

can be szen ih-this model as gperatin
L}

“ - < >
There ars two points of concern: first, behaviors of Black parents and

directly on the parent and child,

t ol

rildren are being changed in ways over which they have no control;

.

econd, program architects and adrranlstrato vs who are making decisions

m

a2oout behavior change are often ou side the Black or minority subculture

) n re therefore unresponcive to the subtle checks and balances within
ant axe e P 3

~ . 4

the subculture. If social scieatists are unaware 9f their own precaoncep-

tions, their own cultural values for the subculture and the implicaticns

AN

of the changes they advocate in Black or other minority “a:n.l'hes , these

'emo“ 5" may suggest behavior changés guided by the noms and standards

-

of tne white middle-class American soclety.

There is evidence that wellmnt,..tlonad toac‘ners impose their values

-
B , . .

in ways which rmay de .mbu/ inappropriaté from the perspective of the

Black family. Rosenthal (1968) .L'*:md, for e}'anale, that a teacher may not

‘ f

‘ 68
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like it when the behavior of a child doss not conform to the teacher!s
expectations. VWnen a child who has béen classified as slow begins to

“ verforn capably, a teacher may reject this unexpected competency. - -
Simiiarly, acceptable bshavior of a Slack child may be definad differen-
tially, depending on the value systen of the aduit. In a study which
iﬁvestigated the views Black and white'%eachers had of their Black stu-
dents who were from lovie: —class families, the behaV1ors that the Blac
teachers described as "fun-loving, happy, cooperative, energetic, and
ambitious" (in that order), the white teachers saw as "talkative, lazy,

. -
fun-loving, high strung, and rebellious." As Bardo eb 2l (1974) '
comnented, "while, this list of adjectives does not describe specific
benav1ora, it does seem clear that if behaviors were seloctod to

be changed, the white and Black teachers would seek to change different
behaviors' (p. 22).
tho should determine which behaviors of children are preferred znd

vhich should be altered? The traditional controls on behavior within

society, the checks and balances operating as rewa;ds or survival vs.
punishrment or elimination, normally controlled by the culture, and n2in-
tained by the family, are now, as shown in the policy intervention model,
incorporating new, external influences that -are not accountable directly

+o the cultural system and reed not, in fact, be ronitored by the subcultural
system. Thus, the mediating influence of parent and of child may be unduly’

£y

If the model presented hers is a tenable cne, then this may be

.J

guestionadble, procedure. As 2 devalued group
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* /
situation, ethnic identity, and survival (i, Gordon, 1672). These patterns
!
of behavior may not conform to middle-class.expectailons; but ars in
Hannerz's (1959) temm, "ghetto-specific" and have adaptive and survival
/ ' .
value, ,

Social scientists involved in policy making or research can not, then,
~ '

use a model whicn bypasses parent and family. The social values of be-
" havioral scientists advocating change in the socia;ization_of minority

!

. \ . i R
children may easily encompass social values and gpals somnewhat different

from those of the target/group. /

That this by—-pass of the influence of parents ard femily can and does

!
i

happen is illustrated in a2 recent study (Ross,, 1973) which assessed the

influence of expert and social peer on the behavior of low income Black

'
.

mothers. In a carsfully controlled situation, these mothers were found

»

to respond (that is, take the advice of) more to the white expert in his
f
R l .
area of expertise th?n to the Black non-expert social peer.

‘ , .
If the Black subculture and Black family influences are bypassed in

the process of deterpining or changing behavioral interactions betwsen
/ .
parent and child, th%n the Black underclass (the Black poor) is vulmerable

to exploitation by the dominent society. To institute change involves,

not only z knowledge g; how children grow and develop, an understanding
.

of theories of childh03€ social and cognitive development, but also

knovledge of the culturé\- its ideals,‘values, prefeyences,'and survival

)

A .
strategies in the face of the real constraints a host culture places upon

\
an institutionally devalued sub~culture.
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